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' The Peace of God be among us. 


: y T will not be improper to give you an Account of the Occaſton of this Meeting. We 
E had a Mecting here the latt Year, on the Eleventh Day of the Month called Zune, 
of this Nature; a Narrative of the Proceedings then 1s in Print. Some time after, 
there came out an Anſwer in Print to that Narrative, from one Thomas Elwood a 
Ez ; Quaker, cndeavouring to ſhew, that all, and every one of thoſe things Charged 
againſt them, and all and every of the Proofs were falſely Alledged ; that is to ſay, it 
E9; could nothe Proved that any of them were Guilty of any of thoſe things Charged up- 

on them, And as I told you formerly, I am not aole to Print Books, as they can ; 
They are many, and have a Common Stock, I am but one : Therefore I thought this the 
beſt way, not only to ſave Charge, 'but to give Occaſion to many to know the Contro- 
verfie, that would not otherwiſe have known it. ; 

But, ſay they, it can be nothing but Hyporcitie, to pretend that He is not able to 
Print : for He has ſince Printed a Narrative, that 1s a Jarge Book. But I did not Print 
that Narrative at my own Coſt, the Boobjellers defired the Copy of me, and gave me 
so Copys for it, ſo that the Printing of that Coſt me nothing ; and the Printing of this 
Narrative will Coſt meas little : And if: the Statzoners had undertaken to Print my 0- 
ther Books on their own Coſt, I might have ſaved a great Deal of Charge. 

My Buſineſs here no, 1s, partly to bring new. Proofs out of their own Books, from 
their Moſt approved Miniſters and Teachers, to Prove them Guilty of the ſame Errors. 
And partly, 2d&ly, fo far as time will permit to ſhew that the defence that G. Whitehead 
and T:»mas Elwozd has made, 1s Invalid, Impertinent, and Sophiſtical. G. Whitehead 
has Printed a Book called an Antidote againit the Venom of the Snake in the Graſs ; the 
. moſt part of which Concerns not me, but the Author of that Book : But a great past 
of it does Concern me, wherein T am greatly wronged, and he Defends himfelf moſt 
| Sopliſtically ; Which T intend to ſhew 1n divers Particulars, He has Accuſed me moſt 
| uncharitably, that I have Charged him againſt my Conſcience 3 but my Conſcience tells 
me no ſuch thing, but affures me to the contrary. And trucly it 1s a great advanitage, 
both to you the Auditors, and to me, that this Controverfie depends not upon Nicities 
of Dilpute, or School-learning ; it 1s plain Matter of Fae, ſuch and ſuch Things, ſuch 
1 and fuch Words, ſuch and ſuch Dottrines, are to be found in their Books, which 1 
| leave to tne Auditors to Judge, whether they are not Contradictory to the Holy Scriptures 
and to the Common Faith of all Chriftendom ; for there is a Common Faith we all 
Profels, though there be great differences otherwile, 

Then was Read the Advertiſement, whereby G, Keith gave Notice of the Mceting., 

They þave Printed a Thing , and ſent it to this Place, this Morning, which they 

call a Proteſtatin againſt this Advertiſment, but has no name to it, and therefore it is but 
a Libel, and I believe you think it not needful to Read it. And no body is here to own 
it. But ſome of the Auditors deſired it might be Read«Wwhich was done accord- 
ingly. 
There are two things I think fit to tate Notice of in this Paper. As for their In- 
fiouation, that it 1s againſt Civil Authority, it is not againſt Civil Authority, when I 
s | hae - 


have the permiſſion of the Lord Mayor of this City for this Meeting before I Printed my 

Advertiſement , an4 which I had fince, from iis own Mouth : And TI hope the 
Lord ayor-of- London knows.better.what. .belongs to his Duty, then they can tell him. 
And in token of it, here is one of the Marſhals and his Servants to keep the 
Peacc. 

Eut the Second Thing I would Notice, is what they much Glory in, eſepecially 
G. Whitehead in his Antidote to the Snake, that the Parliament has Recognized. them to 
be Proteſtants. But if it be fo (for it & a very high Favour) appeal to the Auditory, 
whether they deſerve ſuch a Favour,aud whether they be not extreamly unthankful for it, 
to ſuffer to ſtand on Record ſuch a moſt odious Retle&tion on the Church of England, 
(whereofall [or at leaſt moſt of] the Members of Parliament are Sons, if I am rightiy 
informed,) as I ſhall give you an Inſtance of. They Charge me with uncharitableneſs, 
Judge whether they be not extreamly uncharitable, and whether they be not a very un- 
rate People. Sce Rich, Hubberthorns Colle&ion, Page 229. This is the Second Edition 
of the Treatiſe, what particular Treatiſcs have been Publiſhed by their Miniſters they 
Colle&t them and Print them after their Deceaſe, many of which will be ſtanding 
Monuments of their ſhame, and the vile Errors aid Herefies contained in them, do 
ſufficiently prove them both to the preſent Age and ſucceeding Ages, tit the Authors 
of theſe Books, wherein ſuch Herefies are contained (who yet were Principal 
Teachers among the Quakers) did not deſerve the Name of true Proteſtants, no nor of 
ſound Chriſtians : and what they think fit, they let ſtand ; but what they think fit to 
alter, they do alter; and yet count it all as the Word of God. Now the Scripture ſays, 
Curſed is he that adds to, or takes awa:, and they have done bnth, Page 229, R. Hubber- 
thorn is Anſwering what the Baptiſts ſay about Toleration, That they were not tor the 
Toleration of Popery. 

You ſhall ſee how he takes them up for it. 

What conſuſion is here why will you nt Tolerate Popery, as well as Epiſcopacie ? 
Have mt the Profeſſirs of Epiſcopacie Murdered and ſlain, and do labour to Murther and 
flay the People of God, as well as the Papiſis, and why will you Tolerate the Common-Prayer, 
among the Epiſcopacie, and not the Maſs B3oh among the Papiſts ſeeing that the Maſs was the 
ſubſtance out of which the Common-Prayer, was Extratted ? G. Whitehead hath highly 
commended this man, in a Preface to his Book. 

Let it be Judged who are uncharitable now, and whether they are not very unthank- 
ful for ſuch a Recognition to ſuffer ſuch an uncharitable Cenſure to remain on Record 
againſt the Church of England. : 

The next thing is, they Clamour againſt me for Eretting a Spiritual Court. If 1 have 
ſ-t up a Spiritual Court,they have ſhown me their Example;They have Erced a Spiritual 
Court to Judge all the Miniſters of England, Witneſs here a very Solemn Procedure ; this 
Book has been twice Printed, the Title is, 4 juiF and Lawful Tryal of the Teachers and 
Profeſſed Miniſters of England. 

Note this takes in Presbyterians and all others, The firſt Edition was 1657, in the 
time of the Common-Wealth, and Signed by a Friend to Englands Common-Wealth, for 
whoſe ſake this is Written, and ſent abroad, E. B. But the Second Edition came out 1672, 
Nine Years after his death, with a much larger Title, viz. a juſt and Lawful Tryal of the 
Teachers and Profeſſ:d Miniſters of this Age and Generation, ( which includes all Proteſtant 
Miniſters in Scotland Ireland, Holland, France, and every wer? elſe, as well as in England,) 
by a perfett proceeding againſt them, and hereby they are 11;/\ coully Examined, and juſtly 


wetghed, and truly meaſured, and Condemned out of tir 9wn 1.1 and judged by their 

expn Profeſ}ed Rule, viz. the Scriptures, and being brought to ''i * 2» 17 :ujtce theſe things 
are truly Charged againſt them, and Legally proved upo': them. 

Now I have been more fair in that they call my Judic1ti:s- | 17 fiying Notice to the 

Perſons concerned beforc-hand,to hear the things charged 7 1 ig 22aiaſt them, which 

_ E. B. had not done, and not one of many hundreds cvc! +: 1115t ſuck a judicial Sen- 


tence, 


FR: ; 


tence, by ſuch a perfef proceeding, and” Legal Tryal, (as hecalls it) was ever: paſt'a- 


gainſt them, viz. that they are contrary to all the Miniſters of Chriſt in former Apes 
and agree with all the falſe Prophets and Deceivers, in their Call, Maintenance. 
Dottrines, Converſation and Praftice. { Strange ! all the Miniſters of this Age by EZ, Bs. 
judicial Sentence are contrary to all tne Miniſters of Chriſt in foriuer Ages, and agree 
with all the falle Prophets and Decetvers, in their Dottrine and Prattice, Gr. except the 
Miniſters among the People called Quzbkers,and yet both Sorts ſhall paſs for Froteſtants ! ] 
though I diſown any 1uch thing as to ſet up a Spiritual Court, But I hope it is Lawful 
for me to contend for the Chri/tian Dorine and to Witneſs againſt the contrary, But they 
will not be Here, What then ? May I not refute their Errors ? It is their Fault they 
will not be preſent. But befides, thcy have, a very High Court of Fudicature, which 
they Set up Yearly, their Yearly Mecting wherein, I here undertake to make it good, 
thar ſome of their Decrees and Orders are Point blank Contradidtory to Aﬀts of Parlia- 
ment, I do no ſuch thing. And there 1s this difference between their Spiritual Court, 
and that they call Mine ; They called me to their Spiritual Court without my Couſent, 
and in Penſilvania they Excommunicated me without my Knowledge. Here indeed 
they ſent me word that they had ſomething to do with me,and I readily went, and did 
what I could to Anſwer for my Self, But the ifſue of it was, the next Year, becaufe I 
would not Anſwer to their Moſt unjuſt Command, therefore they gave out a Bull or Bill 
of Excommunication againſt me. G. Whitehead ſays in his late Book, it was a Condi- 


| tional Diſ-owning 7. e.{ Excommunication. ] Did you ever hear the like? Let any: 


Read that Printed Paper, they will find there is in it no Condition at all, except they 
meat that they have not declared me to havecommitted the unpardonable ſin (as ſomz 
have ſaid of - me) but leave room to a poſſibility of Repentance, but at this rate, every. 
Excommunication 1s Conditional, which yet 1s Falſe : and it isall Generals, there 1s 
not one thing particularly Charged againſt me as to Life or Do&rine. Now I ſay there 
is this difference between their Court and what they call Mine ; They kept their Doors 
ſo cloſe, that they would not ſutfer one Perſon” to come 1n that would ſhew me the 
leaſt Juſtice or Favour ; there were divers (that offered to come in, thcy would not 
ſuffer them to come 1n 3 and there were divers) in, and they put th-m out, and would 
not proceed till they were put out. What I do, is above Board, it is Free, the Doors 
are Open to all ſorts of moderate People. | 

They fay I make my Self the Judge, They did make themſelves Judges in my Caſe, 
who were my Accuſers, and known to be prejudiced Perſons againſt me, and ſeeing they 
gave wrong Judgment againſt me, I have juſt Cauſe and Right to make it be known, 


| that their injuſtice be made manifeſt, for the undeceiving of ſuch who have a better- 


Opinion of them then they deſerve. Dee: 
But whereas they ſay I am both Accufer and Judge. I hope ohe -Man may as well 


be a juſt Accuſer, as another may be an unjuſt one, I have Charged them, and I leave 
it to the Auditors, Conſciences, to Judge, next to God and next to the Holy Scriptures. 
I only reſerve to my Self that Priviledge, that all true Proteſtants Claim, that is a 
Jadgement of Difcretion, to judge for my Self, but not to impoſe my Judgmenc on 
any other Perſons. 

Now I begiti with my new Proofs, as to the Firſt Head, which is, that Faith in 
Chriſt, as he outwardly ſuffered at Ferzſalem, 1s not neceſlary to our Salvation. Sce 
G; Fox, he'is Anſwering one Chriſtopher Wade. 

What C. Wade ſays is very ſound, in this particular, Page 246. Great Myſtery by 
G. Fox. pr. Heſaith, it is whimſical to ſay, Chrift God and man, jleſh and Spirit is in 
them. Anſw. Contrary to the Apoſtles Doftrine (ſaith G. F.) who ſaid, they were of his- 
Ah, and of his bone, and Chriſt in you, &c. Again, his Query is, whether God could not 
have ſaved man without, Chrifts dying ? To which 6G. Fox Anſwers,pag. 252. Great Myſtery. 
© Anſw, God can do what he will, who w3s in Chrift reconciling himſelf to the World, [| this 
* not rightly quoted,ſee 2 Cor.s.19. Jand Chriſt did not ſave the World without God--and 
«* the Devil was in thee, and thou ſaiſt, thou art Saved by Chriſt without thee, fo 
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* Recorded thy Selfa Reprobate and ignorant of the Myſtery of Chriſt within thee, for 
* without that thou doſt not know Salvation, The man did not ſay, he was Saved by 
Cl.riſt without him, without the Spirit of Chriſt within him ; but he expreſely owns 
that neceifary to Salvation, as you ſhail hear, Paz. 4- he Quotes and approves (in his 
Book called Qaakery Slain) 7, A. ſaying, The Majeſty of God, whoſe Throne is in Heaven, 
is in his inſpections, influences and Operations every where, and in his Glorius and Spiritual 
Preſence, and manifeſted nizhneſs in and through his Son, dwelling in Sion,even in the hearts and 
Snceties of bis Pecple, See alſo Ins pag. 7 and 19. to the ſame purpoſe, 

So there is nothing that G. Fox can Banter him for, but for ſaying he is Saved by 
Chriſt without kim. Now Judge whether this be not one eftectual Proof. But you ſhall 
ſee more. 

Great M ſtery, p. 249. He blames C. Wade for ſaying that there is not whole Chriſt, 
both God and Man, in Mcn:Truly ifl believedthat, I think 1 ſhould not need any Chriſt 
without me.” G. Fox Anſwers, Toen how muſt Men grow up in the meaſure of the fulneſs of the 
Stature of Chriſt, but this proves not they muſt have the fulneſs cr v hole Chriſt in them but 
the meaſure, Noze, The Meaſure of the fulneſs, not the fulneſs it ſe!f. Epheſ. 4. 13. 9. 
The fulneſs of the God-head dwelt only in our Lord Jeſus Cliriſt and ſtill dwells, of 
whoſe fulnefs we all receive, but in none elſc, pag. 149. C. Wade ſays, that neither God's 
Ejence nor the Heaven , nir Chriſts Perſon was in Peters holy body. G. F. Anſwers, Here 
thou art ſtriving againſt the Apoſtles Dorine, &c, But the Apyjlle ſaid nt that Chriſts Per - 
fon, whole Chriſt, God and Mans Fleſh and Spirit, was in Peters holy body, or in any other 
Saints. 

Judge now, if this be a Proof, that whole Chriſt, God and Man, dwells in the Saints. 
Here is a manifeſt Perverſion of that Scripture. Eph. 4. 13. Compared with 7. the 
Saints grow up to the meaſure, not the fulneſs. Page 245. He pleads that Chrift, God and 
Man, Fleſh and Spirit is in them, he that cats his Fleſh, hath it within him. | Note, this 
is to make it like a Corporal Eating, as when Men eat Fleſh, becauſe it goes into the 
Stomack, it muſt be in them.] this Anſw. he gave contraditing his Opponents ſound 
Ailertion, that Chriſt was abſent from Men as touching his Fleſh. Great Myſtery, pag. 
210. 

Now if he means not the outward Body, it 15 a piece of Sophiſtry : for C. Wade Ar- 
gues that his Body cannot be divided, and one Saint have one peice, or meaſure of his 
Fleſh, and another have another, Fleſh and Bone cannot be a Meaſure in one, and a 
Meaſure in another, faith C. W. Now ſee what G. Fox ſays, Great Myſtery , Page 
245. | 

He charges him, that it is contrary to the Apoſtle to ſay, that it ( viz. the fleſh and 
bone of Chriſt) cannot be a Meaſure in one and a Meaſure in another. And if this be true, 
there 1s no Chriſt withoyt us. for his Fleſh-and Bone 1s divided among the Saints, one 
hath one Meaſure, another hath and another, and yet every one hath the whols 
Chriſt in then, God and Man, Fleſh and Spirit, according to G. Fox's Dofrine. 

I ſhould have told you (whici I hope is not much out of Seaſon now) that if iny of 
them Object and ſay, Witat ts ttiis to us that G, Fox ſays ſo ? G. Fox isnot G. White- 
head, or T. Elwazd, Bui fon Perington, in a late Book the People called Quakers clear- 
ed, &c. pag. 7. ſays, Ged is the j.:me, Truth is the ſame, his People the ſame, their Princi- 
ples are the ſame, but G. Keith is nt th? ſame. Now G. Fox was the chiefeſt Teacher 
they had, and had a great P.,wer cover them. I believe uever a Biſhop ſince the Apoſtles 
had that Power, as he had over the Quakers, which I ſuppoſe here in England are 
100coo, bclides what are in other Parts, to all whom G. Fox gave forth Orders to which 
they have ſubmitted (excepting forme Diſſenters that are not recxoned 1in the unity 
on that account) 3 Therefore what you prove againſt one, you prove againſt all, 
as touching theſe 4 Principles, or any other Matters; they are not Changed ina Tittle, 
they arc the ſame that ever they were. 

Ncw can any but Mad-mzn or Hypocrits hold contradi&ions to be true, They have 

Printed 
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Printed divers things of late , Charging me with Contradifions, -T ſay -I am not 
Chargable with Contradiftions, I ſhall give you my Reaſons. 1. Becauſe moſt of them 
are no Contraditions. 2, Some of theſe things they call my Contradiftions, are things 
wherein I have found further Convietion and Illumination of Gods Spirit, in the uſe 
of the Holy Scriptures. I have Retratted divers things in my former Books, but I do 
not therefore Contraditt, He Contradifts , who holds fimul & ſemel Contradidory 
Propoſitions. Now that they are guilty of, and not I : He calls it Sauls Zeal in hi: 
Opponent, for ſaying, G. F. Great Myſtery, Page. -224. it is a Sottiſh-Dofrine, to dire& 
People only to the Light within. Is it not a Sottith Dodtrine, to dire People to the 
Light within only, as if that were only to be directed to 2 

But here is a very Notable Pafſage yet, which in ſo many expreſs Words 6G. Whitehead 
has owned in his Antidote againſt the Venom of the Snake ; The light within, that every 
Man hath, is ſufficient to Salvation without any thing elſe. Foh. Miller , fays that it is 
an Error, to ſay, © that the Light which every one hath that cometh into the World is ſuffici- 
'* ent to Salvation, without the help of any other means or diſcovery. 

Now what Light hath every one, but that which is in him 2 See how G. F. takes him 
up. Pag. 47. Great Myſtery, he ſaith what Fehn Miller had faid is contrary to Chriſt, 
and Chriſt will 4well in Man, and walk in man, and what need they have any more helps — 
again, ſo he is the only means without any other helps, to wit the Light in Men, and 
to this, the Light in Men, he. applyeth that place in Scripture, there is no Salvation by 
any other name, &c. $0 by this Dodrine, his interceſſion without us we have no need 
of at all, &c. Tappeal to you, if this is not a great Error, making Chriſt withcut as 
he became a Sacrifice for us, and is now our interceſlor in Heaven, of no Neceſlity 
fo us, 

There is a paſſage or Two yet, that I would not ſlip, Great Myſtery, pag. 247. fays Ge. 

Chriſt doth not dwell in them (viz. the Saints) Perſonally. G. F. Anſwers, Tho ſayeth, 
you ſee what ſort of Engliſh, he has here and elſewhere often thou ſaith, for thou ſayſt, 
and they was, for they were, 
G. F. has Printed a Primmer, to teach both the Univerſities, and a Battle-dore to 
teach them to ſpeak true Engliſh, but he ſpeaks very bad Engliſh himſelf, See Great 
MySery, p. 66. 149, 174. Chriſt that made the World before it was made, what Engliſh is 
this ? How did Chriſt make the World before it was made, except he did refer te the 
Idea Platonica, which I ſuppoſe he knew nothing of. 

Great Myſtery, 247. Thou ſayeſt Chriſt doth not dwell in them perſonally, doth not 
Chriſt dwell in his Saints, as he is in the perſon of the Father, the Subſtance, 

Now pray take Notice of two things here, you know what a work they have made 
about three Perſons ſaying it is not Scripture Language. 

G. F. has owned two Perſons, viz. the Perſon of the Father, and the Perſon of the Son, 
Chriſt dwelling perſonally in the Saints, Tf they will ſhew me where two Perſons are cx- 
preſt in Scripture, I will ſhew them where three Perſons are expreſt. They that find 
to much Fault with unſcripture Language, uſe abundance ſuch. G. Whitehead in his An- 
tidote, pag. 124. uſeth the word introverfron borrowed from Popiſh Myſticks, I do not 
blame the word rightly underſtood but I ſhow their partiality, they will borrow un- 
ſcripture words from Popiſh Authors, which ſuits with them, but other words, though 
agrecing with Scripture, if not expreſt, they reje&, as Chriſt God Man, G. W. rejedts as 
a Popiſh term, though it .is implyed in the word Immanxel, God with us, 2. e. the word 
made Fleſh, and uniting himſelf to the true Nature of Man, fo that one and the fame 
Chriſt is both God and Man, for Chriſt God is not one Chriſt, and Chriſt Man, ano- 
ther, but one and the ſame. And in their Bu of Excommunication they gave out a- 
gainſt me, to ſignifie their Unity in giving that Sentence, they ſay, the Divine ſence, in 
the openings of the Heavenly life ran as a mighty ſtream through the Meeting ? What Scripture 
have they for this Language, I had Charged it to be Nonſence in my Anſwer to their 


Bull, Tho, Elwood juſtifies it, but brings no place of Scripture, for any ſach mo he 
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blames me, for- changing the term from a Divine Sebſe to Mens Senſe : But whatever 
Divine Senſe Men have, though it be Gods cffeRively, as the prime cfficicnt of it, yet it is 
mens Senſe SubjeRively,ſecing men only are the ſubject of rcception,and,ſeeing all Senſe in 
the Souls of men, whether 1t be called Divine or Humane is ſome modification, or 
inherent quality in the Soul, that cannot be ſeparated from its ſubje&, to ſay that Senſe 
they have,could runthrough the Meeting, when all the men fat ſtill in rheir Seats, I ſay that 
is Non-ſenſe unleſs with Papiſts they will ſay, that accidents can be ſeparated from 
their ſubje&s, and this is a fair inlet to the Popiſh Tranſubſtantiation. TI hope this is 
no offenſive diverſion. But to return to the matter, I ſhall add one Paſſage more out 
of a Book of G. Fox, called the Heathens Divinity ſet upon the heads of all called Chriſti« 
ans, that ſay, they had not known there had been a God, or a Chriſt unleſs the 
Scripture had declarcd it unto them. Ye ſee he prefers the Heathens to all called Chriſtj- 
ans, but he wrongs them called Chriſtians in his Title, as if they did fay, they had 
not known that there had been a God unleſs the Scripture had declared it to them, 
All Chriſtians generally own it that it may be known that there is a God without the 
Scripture, but they ſay, thc Holy Scriptures, arc the ordinary means whereby the know- 
ledge and Faith: of Chriſt is wrought in the hearts of Believers, by the Humination 
and operation of the Holy Spirit, and for the Quakers or any others to fay, they had 
known what they know of Chriſt, without 'Scripture is great preſumption, and 1s an 
undervaluing of Scripture, and making it ufeieſs. &G. Foxs defign in this Book is to 
prove the Heathens to be Chriſtians, and the Chriſtians to be Heathens. But his Argu- 
ments are weak being ſome Teſtimonies, Colle&ed out of the Scriptures, to prove that 
divers Heathens or Gentiles had ſome knowledge of God, and ſome Moral virtues, But 
that is not enough to denominate them Chriſtians, or to give them a Title to Eternal 
Life, that is Life Eternal, (not to know God only, as a Creator, ) but to know God, as 
he hath given us his Dear Son, and to know Jeſus Chriſt his Dcar Son, whom he hath 
ſent into the world to dye for our ſins, to reconcile us unto God. Nore of all the places 
he quotes, prove that the Heathens had the knowledge of Chriſts incarnation, death, 
and ſufferings. The knowledge that Abraham, and Fob had, and many others of 
Chriſt, was by ſpecial Revelation, and Extraordinary. As te what he Quotes out of 
Scripture concerning Nebuchadnezzar,Dan. 3. that he ſaw a fourth together with the three, 
in the firy Furnace, and the form of the fourth was lihe the Son of God ; this proves not 
what he brings it for, that may be queſtioned, whether this fourth, was Chriſt, for 
Angels in Scripture are called Sons of God, again, ſuppoſe it was Chriſt, this doth rot 
prove, that Nebuchadnezzar had any knowledge, that Chriſt was to be Incarnate ; there- 
fore it doth not prove that he was a Chriſtian, and beſide the Caſe was extraordinary, 
And to Argue from ſome particular,that the common illumination 1n all Heathens either 
did or wculd give them all that was-needful to be known of Gcd and Chriſt without all 
outward inſtruCtion is not true Reaſoning. : 
I come next to give you ſotne Quotations-out of E. Burrough to prove the firſt head, 
next to G. Fox, he was one of their Principal Feachers. | 
In pag. 306. of his Works Collefted. He brings John Bunnion ſaying, they that fol- 
low Chriſt aright muſt follow him without to the Croſs, without for Juſtification, or 
Mount Calvary without, they muſt ſeek for Juilification without, the Spirit of Chriſt 
it leads to Chriſt without. ; 

This I Judge to be ſound Doftrine, but ſee how he tabes him up, ſaith Z, B. 

* Reader ſee if this be not near unto Popery, or enquire elſe what he means, as if he would 
* have peyple t» go a Pilgrimage, and this (ie ſaith, ) 3s. contrary to Rom. 10. 6. 7. 8. 
it capnot be ſuppoſed that EZ. B. was fo ignorant to think that Fchn Bunnzon, or any 
other of a Prc teſtant Profeſſion, was for People. going a Pilgrimage to Mount Calvary 

where Chriſt ſuffered. His meaning is plain, the Spirit of Chriſt within leads to.Chri 

without, viz. not by Local motion of the body, but by Faith, and the pious remem- 
brance, and mcditation of Chriſts paſſion, as he ſuffered without us, but this E. B, 
faith 


faith is contrary to Rom. 10. 6,7, 8. and ſo faith G, Whitehead in his Light and Life, 
paz. 38. and Pag. 61 He faith, another while people muſt ſeek their Saviour above 
the Clouds, and the Firmament contrary to the righteouſneſs of Faith, Rom. 10, 
6. another while they muſt look to Feruſalem for juſtification, to the blood that was 
there ſhed, Contrary (ſaith G.W.) to Deut. 30. 13, 14. and Rom. 10, But both theſe 
Mens ſaying, that it is contrary to Dex?. 3o. or Rom. 10. to direct to Chriſt ashe ſuffered 
at Zeruſalem, or as he is now aſcended above the Clouds anz Firmament with reſpe@ to 
his bodily preſence, beſpeaks their great ignorance and unbelief, for plain contrary to 
their Antichriſtian Do@rine, that place in Rom. 1o. 8, 9, Io. dircteth us to Chriſt both 
as he ſuffered Death and. roſe again, as the obje& of our Faith, if thou ſhalt confeſs 
with thy mouth the Lord Jeſus, and ſhalt believe in thy heart, that God hath raiſed 
him from the Dead, thou ſhalt be ſaved. Now where did God raiſe Chriſt from the 
Dead, but where he dyed, and where was that but at Feruſalerm ? 

Again, I ſhall read to you, ſome Queries of Ez. Burr. that will ſhow you, how little 
neceſlary he thought it to preach Faith in Chriſt without. Py. pag. 150, 151, among 
other he hath theſe Queries. What is that which worketh Faith and where it is, within 
or without, laſt part of the 24. Query. 1s that within the Creature or without him, which 
works the new Birth ? laſt part of the gd. Qu. Is not the light of God ſufficient in it ſelf t9 
lead unto God, all that follow it yea. or nay, laſt part of the 4th. Qu. Whether it s poſſible 
that - any can be ſaved withmut Chriſt manifeſt within ; If no, then whether it is not the 
Do#rine of Salvation, which is only necefſary to Preach Chriſt within. And is it not the 
whole Myſtery of Salvation, God manifeſt in the Fleſh, | by Fleſh it s plainhe means the Fleſh 
of the Saints.) Qu. 6. And is he not a deceiver that Exhorts People for Salvation to any 9 
ther thing then the light of Chriſt, yea, or nay. And how hath Chriſt enlightned every man in 
the world if not within him? Here ye ſee he will not have Chriſt without us to have 
any part in working Faith, or the new Birth in us, but gives it wholly to Chriſt with- 
in, and ſceing none can be Saved without Chriſt Manifeſt within, that is the DoQrine 
of Salvation, that is only neceſſary to Preach, Chriſt within, If it be aid theſe are 
Queries, and no Concluſions, I Anſwer, Though they be propoſed as Queries, yet ſee- 
ing it is by oppoſition, to the Perſon he Diſputes with, 1t is Evident they are equiva- 
lent to Concluſions, and it is eafie to Judge in ſuch a Caſe, whether a mans Queries be 
his or his Adverſaries Concluſions, they were not his Adverſaries to te ſure, and why 
did he propoſe them, but in oppoſition to him who did Plead for Salvation by the Mar 
Chriſt without, as well as by the Spirit of Chriſt within. | 

The next great Author,to prove the Firſt Head, I ſhall bring 1s,Will. Smith in his Cate- 
chiſm, pag. $6, $7. Queſt. How do you manifeſt it, (viz. Chrijt within) to be the only 
foundation, and that there is not anther? Anſw. © From the unchangeableneſs of its own 
* Nature and being,for we know that God doth not lay any viſible or changeable things 
© fora Foundation, but that which is of himſelf within.—Queſt. And is that within you. the 
6 only Foundation, upon which you ſtand, and the Principal of your Religimm. Anſw, That of 
© God within us,is ſo, for we know it is Chrift, and being Chriſt that muſt needs be only 
© and Principal, for that which is only,admits not of another and that which is Principal 
© is greateſt in being ; and thus we know Chriſt in us, to be unto us, the only and Prin- 
3 cipal who was before all things, and by whom all things conſiſt, Note, Here is not a 
* word of the Man Chriſt to be any wiſe concerned in their. Foundation, but Chriſt within, 
© who was before all things, Cc. 

Again. in his Primmer, pag. 8. he brings in the Father teaching the Child, and giv- 
ing him a Rule to diſtinguiſh betwixt the true Miniſters of Chriſt and the falſe. The 
Father ſaith whv, thevthat are falſe, Preach Chriſt without, and bid People believe in 
him, as he js in Heaven above, but they that are true Miniſters, they Preach Chriſt within, 
and dire People to wait to feel himin themſelves, &c. {and in pag. 13. He moſt perverſly 
applyeth tothat the Light within, which Chriſt, as he roſe from the dead, ſpoke of himſelf, 
all Power in Heaven and Earth is init. ] Eut let me here acquaint ycu, with a ſecrecy. 


In the Collection of William Smiths Works, that Paſſage in the Primmer, pag. 8.15 
B 2 changed 


cuanged afcer this manner,that true Miniſters Preach Chriſt not without only, but alſo within, , 
bat falſe Miniſters Preach him only without, I have not the Book here but I ain ſure, the. 
words are to this effet : But when was that patſage changed, or by whom ? not by 
W, Smith, but long after lis Deceaſe fome began to find Fault with the Expreſſion, and 
I for one, which gave occafion to ſome, at the Printing the Colleftion fo to change it, 
but they never gave Notice that it was an Error, nor gave the leſt warning againſt 
it as it ſtood in the Primmey, but let it remain as it was, and hath been ſeveral times ſo 
Printed, and has been more generally in thc hands of People, than the Colleftion, and 
has Poiſoned the minds of the Youth exceedingly . among the Quakers, it has 
been ſeveral times Reprinted, without any alteration, and the alteration that was. made 
after the Authors Deceaſe, is contradiftory to the whole defign buth of the Primmer, 
and Catecyiſm, which was to ſet up the Light within as the only Foundation with + 
out us. | | 

Miniſter Stephens being preſent ſpoke out of the Balcony, G. Keith not to interrupt you, 
tell us about what time this corredtion in W. Smiths Book was made, and that you com- 
plained of that Paſſage, fir this will evidence you to have been Orthodox in that Point. G. K. 
1 give thee thanks Friend for this Obſervation, what the particular Year was, wherein 
the Colle&tion of his Works was Printed ,. I do not remember, the Book. ir ſelf will 
Tow, which I have not here but this, to wit the P» immer and Catechiſm was Printed 
in 1668, and is not the firſt Impreffion of it. And though Clandeſtinely they would 
feem to reform their former Principles, yet they profeſs. Openly, they are the ſame 
that ever they were, they are not: Changed in a tittle : There is another Book of WW. 
Smiths, called Univerſal Love, Containing inſtrudions to Children, to young Perſons, and 
zo all ſorts of Peopre, in all the Book you ſhall not find the leſt DircRion, or Inſtruti- 
IN to believe in Chriſt: without, but all to the Light within, as the only Foundation. 
Some may think, here are Proofs enough already given, but when theſe andiTen times . 
more are given, their Miniſters have ſo much Power over the People generally that, 
they dare not Read, what.is Printed againſt them. 

Auother great Author, who was a, great Miniſter among them, -whom I ſhall pro- 
Juce is William Bailly, in the Colle&ion of his})Works after his Deceaſe. In h1s Treatiſe 
called a Teſt;mony of the Lizht in me from my Childhood. Pag. 22,— But he s the ſame. that 

edeemed Man, by his blood in Parentheſis (the life) out of the earth, and what this blood 
the life 1s, he tclls you, Pag. 22.—others of them, viz. the Baptiſts ( among whom he ſaith, 
he formerly went) with envious words ſtrived to get me back to them, telling me, that 1 was 
Fallen from Grace, and was become under the Law , and making the blood of Chriſt, of none 
effedt : But I not knowing then, the blood to be the life, and that the life 7s the light of 
Men, though I was Convinced in my Conſcience of the Eternal Truth. And thus 1n theſe very 
words, ſometime ago; W. Penn was heard to Preach, the bload of Feſus Chriſt his Sor 
cleanſeth us from all ſin. What blood 2 The blood is the Life, and the Life is the Light, 
and the Light 1s within. Again, liam Bailie, pag. $77, to that Queſiion, do you 
Quakers own that blood of Chriſt, which was (hed withwt the gates of Jeruſalem-#pon the 
Croſs, &c.,.Do ye own Juſtification by this blood, which was viſible, which we believe 
you do not, for we could never hear you direaly Anſwer us to this matter, but evade 
it by other terms, and ſhuffle it off. To this.ſee his Anſwer, pag. $78. * As for the 
* word viſible blood, and viſible man,which thou ſo much talkeſt of, in this kind, they are 
* terms, quite beſide the Language of the Scriptures of truth, or elſe I am very 1gno- 
* rant of ſuch Tranſlations. —again,after he:had cited, 7:hn 6.53. He ſaith, theſe word's 
of truth we own and witneſs, but your word viſible fleſh, and viſible blood, which ye would 
ſtrain us up-to expreſs to anſwer your wills and dark imaginations, we do not R8ad from 
Chriſt n:r his Apoſtles, in all the Scriptures? Here obſerve what made liim refuſe to own 
Juſtification by that vifible Blood, and found Fault fo much both with the words viſible 
fleſh, and viſible Blood, even becauſe his Notion was that the outward and viſible fleſh and 
eutward and viſible bload of Chriſt was one thing, and the inward and inviſible feſh mn 
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blood was anther, and that nit by the outward and viſible, but by the inward and invi- 
ſible, the Lije, whics is th: Light within, as he above Phraſed it, we obtain Sal- 
vation, and are juſtified. And for a further Confirmation of his Senſe, hear his following 
words, pag. 579.—Tyen tell me O ye Profeſſrs of Chriſt, and his Apoſtles wards, who ſay 
they are your Rule, what is that fleſh, that is meat indeed, and what is that fleſh, that projits 
mthing, ſeeing bath are the words of Truth. O>terve here he makes the vitible Fleſh 
of Chriſt to be that which profits not, but the invifible to be that which is Meat in- 
deed ; and in this he agrees with the Ranters and other vain Notioniſts, who by Fleth 
in theſe words,the Fleſh profits nothing, underſtand t!e outward Body, of Chriſts Fleſh, 
as if thereby Chriſt had tavght them to undervalue it, which to be ſure he did not. 
But to this moſt Antichriſtian S-nſe of W. Bailie, of the fleſh that profits nothing, 1 oppoſe 
the General Senſe of all pious Chriſtian Teachers, that Chriſt did not thereby under- 
value or Teach others to undervalue, his outward ant viſible fleſh, as if it were unpro- 
fitable 4 but he ſpoke theſe words, in oppoſition to the Carnal Capernaimtes, . 
who did moſt Carnally, and with the wiſdom of- the Fleſh, imagine that he Taught 
them, they were to Eat his Fleſh with the outward Mouth, as if he had faid, the out- 
ward eating my Fleſh, or my Fleſh, ſuppoſe ze did or could outwardiy Eat it, with the 
outward Mouth, that would not profit you, to Salvation : And as fome others have tru- 
ly ſaid, the Fleſh without the Spirit of Chriſt, (if any ſhould exalt the one, and re- 
zett the other) will not profit. But what a wretched inference it is, to ſay, that his 
outward and wiſible Fleſh that was broken for us on the Croſs, and his outward and 11iſible 
blood that was ſhed for us, doth not profit for Juſtification, and Salvation, as we have 
the f1acere Faith of it, wrought in us by the Spirit of Chriſt, How contrary is this to - 
plain Scripture particularly, Coloff. - 1. 20, 21, 22. And whereas If. Bailie doth 
not. own Juſtincation by that viſible Blood it is evident as the Sun, he meant the out- 
ward Blood of Chriſts body, for he could not be fo ignorant as not to know that tvas 
viſible, for that which was ſeen, was viſible, and 7obn ſaw it, and he that ſaw, bare Re- 
cord, fohn 19. 34. 3s. But though W. B. Here, and the 24. Days Meeting who hath 
Publiſhed his Works, or at lcſt ſuffered them to be Publiſhed, without Publickly wit- 
neſſing againſt them, denyeth Juſtification by that vittble Biood, yet 6G. W. now of | 
late, owneth that Material Blood, to. have been a Part of the Offering by which we 
are both Juſtified andSanfified, though in down right Contradi&ion to his own 
Dodtrine, in his Light and Life, as I have ſhowed, and intend yet more to ſhow. Now 
let G.W. Anſwer for W. B. Seeing they are all one in Principle, as God and Truth arc 
the ſame, by Fo. Peninztons Afertion. x. Was not that Material Blood of Chriſts 
Body, which G.W. doth of late confeſs to have been a part of the Offering for Juſti- 
fication, and Remitſfion of-fin, viſible Blood © 2. If it was how doth he Reconcile his 
late Doftrine of Juſtification by that material Blood to W. Bailies Doftrine, denying 
ſuſtification by that viſible Blood £ Can their pretended infallibility make two plain 
ContradiRories to be true? But W. Penn, in his Chriſtian Quaker, uſeth the word, viſible 
appearance of Chriſt ſeveral times, and maketh.no exception againſt the word viſible 
as being not Scripture Language, yea W. Bailie himſelf ,uſcth it in this very Treatiſe, 
pag. 600 While he thus, by way of Query Diſputes againſt his Oppenents, whether the 
« viſible Perſon of fleſh and bones be the only Saviour, ſeeing the Apoſtle ſaith the ingrafted 
word 3s able to ſave the $1ul, and- the Grace of God, that bringeth Salvation, hath appear - 
ed to all -men ? And who was Enochs Saviour, and the Prophets, who were before that vifi- 
ble fleſh and bones was ? This ſufficiently demonſtra tes, that W.-B. did own that there 
was 4 viſible Perſon of viſible Fleſh and Bones, but ye ſee he will not have him to be 
the only Saviour, but the ingrafted word: the Grace that hath appeared to all Men,. 
as if that Grace, were notrhe Grace of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt who was both God and 
Man, and remaineth ſo for ever to be, and whoſe body was viſible Fleſh, Blood and 
Bones. But that the viſible Body, of Chriſt, without the Soul of Chriſts Man-hood, 
and- without the God-hcad of Chrift was theonly Saviour, I never knew any fo to —_— 
and : 
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and therefore his Queſtion was idle, and impertinent except to ſhow his erroneous 
Opinion, that Chriſt was only our Saviour as he was God, and-not as both God and 
Man, as is plainly implyed in his Firſt Query, pag. 100. Whether there be any more Sa- 
viours of the immortal Soul but one, &c. But the Anſwer is ſo eafie that a Child of eight 
years Ape, that have received a Chriſtian Education (which $00 few of their Children 
receive, for indeed few of them have it to give) can Anſwer it. The Saviour both of 
Soul and Body 1s but one, and that one 1s Feſas Chriſt, who 15 both God and Man, and 
who as Man hath a Reaſonable Created Soul, and a true Created Body of a man, the 
Nature of whoſe God-head is not the Nature of his Man-hood, yet becauſe theſe two 
Natures are moſt excellently and wonderfully united into one, therefore Jeſus Chriſt 
the Saviour is but one only Saviour, and becauſe the inward Principle of Grace where- 
by he faveth us, is his, and cometh by him, and through him, from God the Father ; 
yet all this maketh no more Saviours than one : and his Quibling againſt it, doth but 
ſhow his great ignorance, and error. 

But again hear further this great Miniſter and Teacher among the Quakers, pag. 
600 The Apoſtle Preached Chriſt the word nigh in the heart and in the mouth, and the in- 
grafted word is able to ſave the ſoul, ſo he did not Preach a viſible Chriſt with Fleſh, and 
and Paul Preached God that made the world, &c. that was not far from 
every one of us, the inviſible God, but you Preach a viſible Man, with, fleſh and bones 
at a great diftance from all People, above, where the Sun Moon and Stars are, &c. Here 
ye ſee is plain Language, I appeal to all the judicious in this Auditory, whether -this 
15 not a plain Proof to both the firſt Heads, for he that man that dycd for our fins with 
out the Gates of Jeruſalem was a viſible man, and had vitible Fleth, and blood, whom 
the Apoſtles did Preach, as he dyed for us, and reconciled us in his body of Fleth, as 
well as his inward and inviſible appearance by his Light, Grace, and Spirit in mens 
hearts, { Read and compare theſe following Places of Scripture together, how both 
Peter and Paul preached the Man Chriſt Jeſus whom the Fews Crucitied, and certainly 
that was a viſible man. A&s 2. from v. 22. 36; Ads 3, from v. 13 to 26. Aﬀs 19, 
from . 36 to 43. Ads 13, from v. 26. to 40. Ads 17. 31. Aﬀs 26. 23, Rom. 8. 32: 34, 
2 Cor. 5. 14. 15] | 

I ſhall bring yet another Proof out of W. Bailies works, to prove the firſt Head, 
paz. 308 and ſo he taught them to pray, Our Father, &c. Not to look at his Perſon, 
and pray to him as a Perſon without them, but bid them Pray fo their Father. Here 
Note the words, not to Lok to his Perſon, if they were not to look to his Perſon, and pray 
to him, as a Perſon without them then by the ſame Argument they were not to bejieve 
in him, as a perſon or man without them, for the ovjzex& of Faith and prayer is the 
fame, as the Apoſtle Pau! faid ; how ſhall they call on him, in whom: they have not 

clieved, ſo it holds well to argue how ſhall they belicye in him, on whom they do 
not call, or to whom they do not pray. 

Like to this is another of their pretended infallible Teachers William Shewen 
who hath ſaid in his Book of Tzoughts, pag. 14.-—He cannot writ contrary to the Holy 
Scripturcs being in unity with thum, aud with ti.e juſt mens Spirits that Wrote them, 
this man far exceeded Paul, who knew a man after his converſion caugiit up to the Third 
Heaven,and into Paradiſe,7c. Fourteen Years before that time he fo wrir, but W. Shewen 
faith he knew a man 24 Years ago from the time he Writ who had Heavenly 
ſights and Revelation, and Raptures wto the Third Heaven, ai:d heard and ſaw things 
unutterable raviſhed with delight, gc. and all before his Converſiom but this 1s concrary 
to our Savious Doftrine, unleſs a man be born again he cannot jee the Kinzdom of God yet 
ſurely to be caught up to Paradiſe is as much as to ſee it. Sce his /rke Chriſtian Faith, 
Cap. 15. Now let us hear further what. this infallible Door hata taught contrary 
to the Holy Scriptures, in his Treatiſe of Thmghts, Pag. 37. $* Not to jeſus, the Son of 
* Abraham,David and Mary, Saint or Angcl, but to God the Father all Worihip, Hon- 
* our aid Glory is to be given through Toles Chriſt, @5c, Is not this abomiaable, | Can 

_ the 


the Church of England own ſach men to be Proteſtants, who frequently pray in thcir 
Liturgy , Son of David have mercy In us, which is a Scripture expreffion, now if Jeſus 
the Son of David be not to be praycd to, he is not to be believed in, as the Saviour, 
Again,hear another Paſtage pag. 38. * when he is thus known to verform all theſe Offices in 
© and for his People he 15 then by ſuch known to fit down at the Right Hand of God, 
* having accompliſhed the work the Father gave him to do; having put all things un- 
© der, and reſtored all things into their Primitive order, he then is alſo known to ſur- 
© render up the Kingdom to the Father, and God to become all in all,and on the Margin 
he adds, © this 1s the Aſcending of Chriſt up, where he was before he Deſcended, and 
© before there was any cauſe for his Deſcention ; he that can underſtand, let him. [ Let 
ſober Readers judge if this be not allegorizing away Chriſts Aſcenſion and Ringdom to 
come as if it were already at an end, ] this man was one of the three in the Year 
1578, that oppoſed theſe three Heads of Doftrine mentioned in my firſt Narrative pag. 
38. 39. particularly that Chriit Aſcended bodily into Heaven, and that Chriſt was to 
be prayed unto. 

Having given you ſufficient new Proofs for the firſt Head, (beſides the old given the 
laſt year, to which they have given weak and Sophiſtical defences, as 1 nitend to 
ſhow, ſo far as time will permit. and that will ſuffice for the reſt at preſent | for as is . 
the part or parts fo is the whole as ye may judge of the whole Cask, what ſort of 
Liquor it contains by Taſting it, in ſeveral of its parts] I ſhall now Read to you my 
New Proofs, On the ſccond Head which 1s, that FuStihcation and Sanlification is not 
by the blood of Chrift ourwardly ſhed, all who own Juſtification by the blood of Chriſt 
outwardly ſhed, own juftincation by the moſt holy and perfe& Obedience of Chriſt 
imputed to us, which he performed in his own Perſon for us without us, God for 
Chriſts ſake, as he dyed and ſhed his moſt precious blood for us, pardoning our fins, 
and accepting us in and through-Chriſt ; ſo that juſtification by the blood of Chriſt 
outwardly ſhed, and the righteouſneſs of Chriſt imputcd to us, are fo cloſely joyned, 
that to deny the laſt is to deay the firſt. But theſe Teachers among the Quakers, whom 
I ſhall mention, have a falſe Notion and Senſe of imputation in this Caſe, and of the 
imputed Righteouſneſs of Chriſt they have grofsly corrupted the- word imputed, as if 
it fignified 7mputted, or pat in us, but this 15a far greater Corruption of the Language, 
both in Latin and Enzliſh, than to fay you to a {ingle perſon, and this groſs perverſion, 
and perverſe Senſe of the word imputed righteouſneſs to fignifie righteouſneſs wrought, 
and put in us, I found firſt in the Book called Love to the Loft ; diverſe here know , 
who the Author of 1t was, I need not name him. On the Second Head, concerning 
Righteouſneſs. within 8 or 9 Linesfrom the beginning of the Chapter he ſaith ——ard 
there be many talkers of this righteouſneſs, but none inherit it jurther than by Faith they re- 
ceive the S2n of righteouſneſs, and with him his righteouſneſs is freely imputed, or put into the 
Creature, Note his Senſe of the word imputed, as if it were from the word 7mpono, to put 
in which is not ſo, but from the word or Particle in, and puto, to think or reckon, or eSti- 
mate, ſo that not only what a man doth by himſelf, 1n common Speech is imputed to 
him, but what one man dotl: for another, which he cannot do for himſelf, that other 
mans A@ imputed to him, as when one man payeth another mans Debt, Thus Chriſt 
having performed that moſt Holy and perfeRt Obedience unto God, that fully ſatisfies 
and Anſwers the righteouſneſs of Gods Law, which we were not abl: to do and perform 
our, ſelves what Chriſt hath done for us is imputed to us; and this is the true Senſe 
of imputed rizhteouſneſs according to the Dottrine of the Holy Scriptures, and all 
Orthodox Chriſtians, which this Falſe Notion of imputed to ſignifie - imputted 01 put 
in us, deſtroycth. 

Again I find G. Fox his Notion, of imputation, in his Great. Myſtery, where he de» 
livers a very ſtrange Doftrine, I ſuppoſe you will ſcarcely find it among all the old 
Hereffes. . I do not remember it is any of the 88 Herefies cited by Auguſtine, but I am - 


ſure a groſs Hereſic it is. 1 ſhall read the Paſſage to you, out of his Gre.# «Myſtery. 
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Page 159. And the juſtification within roots out all Popery and all contradifion, but to ſpeak 
of juſtification and ſan#ification without, and not manifeſt within, ye are yet in the firſt 
Adam in the Popery, (where ye muſt bave a Purgatory to cleanſe ) and not the righteouſneſs of 
Christ within, and ſanTifccation and juſtification | but I know nene that ſpeak of a jan#ificati- 
on without, it being generally owned that ſan&ification 1s a work, ov effect of the Holy Spirit 
wrought in the hearts and Souls of true believers. ] Now hear him further and his ſtrange 
' Poftrine, for Abram believed, (and it was imputed to him for righteouneſs, and his belief 
was within, and he ſaw Chriſt his Glory, and ſuch as believe they come '0 witneſs the imputa- 
tion. But ſuch as come again to witneſs that they are nearer, then when they did believe, and to 
witneſs that they have received Chriſt within, is the end of their belief, there they witneſs 
the righteouſneſs it ſelf without imputation , which 2s the ſubſtance, that which the 
promiſe ends in, and all the Fathers hoped for, who ſtood 1a the ttaputation, and all the 
| believers in him. But Chriſt being come, the end of Mans belief, rhe righteoujneſs it ſelf. 
l, Here is a juſtification alone without impntation, Chriſt the righieouſneſs of Gods bleſſing 
and Glory for ever. Here Note, thete few particulars, Abraham, and ail the Fathers ſtood 
in the imputation, and hoped for Chriſt the ſubſtance, the righteouſrrefs it ſelf, but 
according to his Dorine (as it ſeems) they did not come to it, and ſo were juſtified by 
imputation, without the thing it ſelf, [a very ſtrange Dottrine, what became of them 
then, when they died, who ſtood in the imputation, who had not the thing it ſelf. 
What place of Purgatory, or limbs patrum, did they go into when they died ? Or 
what place of Purgatory muſt theſe Quakers allow to ſuch now, who ſtand in the im- 
putation, and dye in that State, and attain not to that high State, to be juſtified by the 
thing it ſelf without imputation, according to 6. Fox's diſtinCtion, I kiwow the Papiſts 
do conceit of a limbus pattum , but it is not for the reaſon here given by G. Fox that 
they ſtood in the imputation, and were juſtified by imputation, without the Subſtance 
the thing it Self, for if G. Fox mean by the Subſtance the thing it Self, the righteouſ- 
neſs it Self, the Spirit of Chriſt, the Spirit of Holineſs, and the new Birth, and real 
Sandtification, wrought inwardly by the Spirit of Chriſt in th.m, no doubt Abraham, 
and the believing Fathers had it as much, and much more as any Quaker or other per- 
fon now can pretend to. Note, 2dly, that he tells of a Juſtiacation without imputation 
co ſome by the thing it ſelf, and of a Juſtification to others by imputation, who were 
not to come to the thing it Self, This I am ſure is Forraign DoCtrine to Scripture and 
to all ſound Chriſtiane, for the Juſtification by the r:;xhteouſneſs of Chriſt imputed to 
rrue believers, is a ſtanding thing which the beſt of Saints always need,if G, Fox thought 
he needed it not he was in a dangerous condition, aud ſo are all ſuch of his followers, 
if they think they need it not; and if they be juſtified without Imputation , 
then why not alſo without Faith, and why are they not alſo now come to the end of 
| thcir Faith, as well as to the end of imputation, ſeeing Faith and imputation go to- 
, | gether. But this is a high pretence and claim not only higher than Abraham and the 
Fathers before Chriſt came in the Heſh, but higher than Paul, who ſaid the life that 
he then lived, was by Faith and we are faved ty hope, but hope that is ſeen is not hope. 
ſee more to this purpoſe, pag. 159. 185. and pag. 228. ad fin. he ſaith, and Chriſt in you 
who is the end of the belief, who 7s the juſtification it jelf, and righteouſneſs it ſelf, nearer 
then when they did believe, and ſo here is juſtification it ſelf without imputation, the 
rizhteouſneſs of God, here the belief ends, and all tlieſc things are owned according to 
the Scripturcs, But I defire G. Fox's great admirers, and particularly William Penn 
who hatiz given him the cxcellency :bove them all to ſhow us what places of Scripture 
teach us ot being juſtified without in;putation, by thc thing 1: ſeif, have not all fincere 
believers, the th:ug it ſelf in meaſure, icing Faith is tice Subſtance of things hoped for. 
Heb. 11.12 
Next to &, F. hear what G. WH hath ſaid of the true and real imputation of righte- 

ouſnels, ye ſhall ſee, as he -greecth v©ct with G, Fox about imputation, though both 
infallible, ſo he faileth in with that above mentioned Notion of 1mputed righteouſneſs, 
7, e. put in menin his Ch. Qu. p. 241. Nueſt. 8, 
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"Queſt. 8. What is the true and real imputation of cmgpr 416 Anſw. it is the ſame 
with juſtification, (as it relates to Gods, reckoning or efteeming that -man righteous, 
thar partakes of the everlaſting righteouſneſs of - Chriſt through a living Faith in him) 
and fo the ſame righteouſneſsand holineſs of Chriſt, as inwardly revealed, and. broughr 
forth in the new Creature that is made Conformable to his Imagc.,and fo all the bleifed 
Fruits and effedts of Chriſts power, and inward Wark of righteouſneſs, as the Fa ith 
Love, Obedience, Sincerity, Holineſs, Integrity of Spirit to God, are acceptable tn 
him accounted. of and reckoned unto his People for righteouſneſs, and all {till for 


 Chriſts ſake who is the Author and finiſher of true, living, "_ juſtifying Faith. 
1 


Again, in pag. 243 of this Book,thus he argueth againſt Chriſt his pay ing the debr of 
our 1ins. Queſt. x. Were it reaſonable, or true to ſay, the Creditor has forgroven both the 
Debt and injury, if it be all paid, and ſully puniſhed in the ſurety ? Queſt. 2. Were it 
jaſtice in the Creator, to detain the Debtor in-priſen, If bis Debts be all paid by the Surety, 
or to ſuffer the Surety to wait long Solhiciting, or interceeding for his pardon or deliverance. 
| Here this ignorant ſelf Conceited Man, who would meaſure the ways of God by the 
thort ſpan of his Carnal mind may be eaſily Anſwered, as to his firſt Query, it ts 
Anſwered yea , it is very reaſonable, for the free forgivencis of Gods Mercy , and 
Satisfaction to Divine juſtice, are very well conſiſtent, even as much as free forgivenels, 
and Faith and repentance which are the neceſlary means, whereby to obtatn For - 


 giveneſs, For it were altogether unſuitable to Gods purity and Holineſs to forgive 2nd 


receive into his Favour, hardned, impenitent Rebelltous, and unbelieving Perions 
while they ſo remain, and as unſuitable it is that fin be forgiven without the demand 
of juſtice be fully Anſwered, To his 24. Query, Anſwer , 7t is juſtice in God to d?tamn 
the Debtor in priſon, not finally, but until the time it 1s fit for him to be ſet at liberty, and 
that is the fit time, when the Priſoner has ſincerely repented of his fins, and fled to Chrijt by 
a living Faith in him in whom he enj1yeth true liberty and Freedom z and a Child weil in- 
{truted in his Catechiſm, might have Anſwered theſe Objeftions, which have been well 
Anſwered long fince, in the Homilies of the Church of England. 

Another Author I ſhall bring to prove this Second Head, is R, Huberthorne a man 
pay praiſed by 6. Whitehead, Edw. Burr, and 6G. Fox, as a deep man in the under- 
itanding Spiritual Myſteries, and G. Fox faith cf him, he trampled ujon a! Evil 
Spirits, and went over them, But lam ſure he went over ſome, he calleth Evi! Spi- 
rits, very-unfairly and foully, by perverting his Opponents words, and aſſerting groſs 
untruths, whereof I will give you, ſome tafte for a Diverſion, I hype ye are mt yet weary 


and that your Ears will not tyre before my Tongue tireth, 1n his Colle@ion, Pag* 58. he per- 


verteth the words of his Opponent by making him ſay, its pity Chriſt ſhould be the 
foundation,and then chargeth him with perverting Pauls words, and ſpeaking his own in- 
vention contrary to the Scripture. Now his Opponents words were even as he recites them, 
Tis pity Chriſt ſhould be theſoundation,and Word Hey Stabble built thereupon,yet this us poſſible.Ye 
ſee this 15 not to ſay,zts pity Chriſt ſhould be the Foundation, for the whole Sentence ſhould 
be taken together. But to come the matter, this man has yet as ſtrange a Notion of 
that righteouſneſs,by which the Saints are juſtified,as any ye have heard, in pag. 134. He 
chargeth it asa great Error in his Opponent, that he ſaith, Chriſts righteouſneſs, which 
juſtifies a believing ſinner, is not the eſſential righteouſneſs of his Godhead,here (ſaith R. Hub.) 
he hath jpokhen ignorantly, and held forth, as if there s two 1ightenuſneſſes, of Chriſt, 
which Icall for a proof from him for elſe let him confeſs to his (hame, that he added to the 
Scripture, for the righteouſneſs of Chri$t is but one, by which all the Saints are juSified. 
Now what the two righteouſnefſes of Chrift are, which his Opponent affirmed 
and he denyed, hear how he Quoteth his Opponent pag. 210. p. 2. That there are 
two righteouſneſles of Chriſt, the one without the Saints, to juſtifie them, and the 0- 
ther within the Saints to SanQifie them. He roundly Anſwers him, Chri$s righteouſ- 
neſs is but one, and that by which they were both ſan#lified and juStified was but one thing, 
even the Spirit of our God, ——And if Chriſt was in them, his righteouſneſs was in them, 
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or Elie he and his righteouſtieſs is divided. Thus ye fee he leaves io roorn for juſtiflca 

tion by the righteouſneſs and obedience of the Man Chriſt performed by him for us in the 
true nature of man, or by his death, and blood ſhed for us, that by which the Saints 
are juſtified is but one thing, and that is the Spirit of God, and the Effential righte- 
onſneſs of the God-head, which pag. 211. he calls an infinite righteouſneſs in- ws. This 
vile Herefie of the Saints being juſtited by the Eiffential righteouſneſs of the God- 
head, was refuted long ago by BeHarmine, and alſo by Proteſtant Authors, and is eafi-- 
ly refuted, for if Men, as ſuppoſe theſe Quakers be juſtified by the Eſſential righteouſ- 

neſs of the God-head, then they are equally righteous as God is as amply, and <qually 
righteous for his Effential righteouſneſs is infinite, is himſelf, as his Eſſential wif- 
dom is himſelf. But ſeeing by R. Hubberthorne, there is but one righteouſneſs, by which. 
the Saints are juſtified, and that is Gods Effential righteouſneſs, how doth this agree 
with G. Whiteheads Doftrine of Juſtification by an inward work of righteouſneſs 
wrought in Men, for any inward work of righteouſneſs wrought by the Spirit of God 

in Men, 1s a thing done in time, that had a beginning, and therefore cannot be the 
Eſſential righteouſneſs of God, that was before all time, without beginning or end ; 

thus ye may ſee how theſe infallible Men, who are ſaid to be the ſame, yet are not 

the ſame, but differ widely in their wild, and abſurd | Antichriſtian Notions, about 

one of the great Fundamentals of the Chriſtian Faith. And G. Whiteheads Notion, 

in Anſwer to T. Danſon is as abſurd as that of Ric. Hubb. that the rizhteouſneſs which 

Chriſt works in the Saints is infinite, becauſe God who works it is infinite, for this is to ſay 

there are two infinits, and that is to ſay there are two Gods. T. Elwood uſeth a piece 

of very dull Sophiſtry in excuſing G. Whiteheads ignorance, that G. Whiteheads words 

were a Deduction or Inference from T. Danſons affirmation, who had laid down that 

the righteouſneſs whereof Chrift the ſubjef and that whereof he is the efficient are of one 

kind, And this alſo he thinks locſeth the Contradicton betwixt G. Whitehead and 

W. Penn, but all in vain, for 1. Whatever Inference G. W. made from T. Danſms 

words, the Inference is really G. Whiteheads, which Inference he Labours to pi ove, 

bur moſt ignorantly and Falſely, from thefe Arguments, as becauſe God Works it in us, 

and it is Chriſt formed in 14, , and Chri$t is infinite. But Secondly, G. Whiteheads Infcrence 

from T. Danſons words is Falſe and Idle, for T. Danſon ſaid truly, that righteouſneſs where- - 
of Christ #s the ſubje, and that whereof he #s the efficient are of one kind , to wit in tle 

Man Chriſt, for the Godhead can be no Subje& of Reception, though he 1s the Efh- 

cient Cauſe of all righteouſneſs wrought either in the Man Chri$,or in any of the Saints, 

nothing done in time, can be in God, as a Subje& of Reception, for that were to ſay, 

he is Changeable 3 Now that righteouſneſs which is wrought in the Man Christ, though 

a high righteouſneſs is not Infinite, becauſe it had a beginning in time, nor is the Birth 

or Formation of Chriſt in the Saints, an Tnfinite thing, for that were ſtill to make two 

Gods, | as Chriſts Formation, in the Fleſh, and his true Nature as Man, was not, nor 

is not infinite, and ſo to affirm is the Extichian Herefie, condemned by the Scriptures, 

and all -Orthodox Chriſtians, ] 

And here I ſee it needful to acquaint you, of a great fallacy uſed by many of the 
Teachers among the Pcople called Quakers, who have led many of the poor ignorant 
People into the fame : When they have been asked,if they believe to be juſtified by the 
righteouſneſs of Chriſt, or by their own righteouſneſs, they Anſwer readily,by the righte- 
onſneſs of Chriſt but not by any righteouſneſs of their own. Now the fallacy lyes 
here that by the righteouſneſs of Chriſt they mean, that which they work or produce 
by the Spirit of Chriſt in them, this they ſay 1s not their righteouſneſs, but Chriſts 
and Gotls righteouſaeſs, and becauſe it is Gods and Chriſts, therefore it is every way 
pcrfe&, and can have no ſinful defett. But to detet this Fallacy, I ſay, any righteouſneſs - 
that the Saints effe& by the help of the Spirit of God in them, though in a Senſe it'is 
Gods becauſe he.is the Prime or Principal Efficient of it, yet it is theirs alſo, -becauſe 
as they are Secondary Efficients of it , ſo they are the only Subjects of Reception , 
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ſoit is theirs both EffeQively ann Subjeftively. Now, according fo a true Maxim in 
Phiſicks 'and Metaphiſicks, bonum ex integra cauſa, malum ex quolibet defedtu, an cffet 
perfe&tly good that hath no mixture of Euil and imperfe&tion , muſt come from all its 
Cauſes being perfe&, but if one moſt perfe&t Cauſe , and another ſomewhat imperfe& 
Cauſe, joyn together to produce an effe&t, that eifect ſhall have ſome imperfettion. 
And thus God, and the Soul ating together, the Soul that is the Secondary Efficient 
having the leſt ſinful imperfe&ion, as for the Example in an A& of Faith, or love to 
God, are there not many Holy Souls that yet are not ſo Holy, but they have finful 
defetts and imperfe@tions which weaken them, and hinder them, ſo that though they 
fincerely believe in God, love him and obey him, yet their Faith , love and 
obedience is ſhort of what the perfe&t purity and extent of Gods Law requires. Who 
of us can fay, we love him as much as we ought, or need to love him. 

I ſhall now come tothe 3d. and 4th. Heads, and give you ſome new Proofs of them, 
that the bodies of the Saints that dye, riſe not again,or which is equivalent that the deceaſed 
S1ints do not yet hope for the ReſurreQRion of their Bodies ? 

For Proof of this, I ſhall Read you a Paſſage out of - the above mentioned Author, fo 
highly commended by G. F, and 6G. W. inhis Colle&ions, pag. 121.——And theſe are 
are they that plead for a life in ſin while they are here, and that ſay, that the Saints 
Glorified in Heaven, d) yet hope for the Reſurre&ion of their Bodies and ſo not come to the end 
of their hope, though in Heaven, when as the Saints upon earth, witneſſed the end of their hope 
the Salvation of their Souls. Now theſe may well deny perfeiom on earth who deny it in 
Heaven, which the Saints, we and the Scriptures do witneſs it in bath, and againſt all ſuch, 
who are nt fit to ſpeak, oj the things of God. Again, to this ſame purpoſe in pag- 11g. 
And his etrvy hath reached to Heaven, to prove that the Saints in Heaven are not perfett 
but wait for the redemption of their Bodies, which now if People mind the Scripture, there 
is no ſuch Dofrine in it, as the Saints in Heaven have not received the redemption of their 
Boties. Soye ſee, he makes it to contradi& the Scriptare that the Saints in Heaven do 
yet hope for the Reſurreftion of their Bodies, for he faith, the Saints and we i. e. the 
Nuakers witneſs 1t in both, to wit both in Heaven, and on Earth, therefore it is clear it 
-was his Senſe that the Saints perfeton on Earth was the Reſurrefim of their Bodies, or 
at leſtwiſe did neceſſarily infer it, as a thing already witneſſed. 

This ſame Author Anſwereth to ſome Queries, concerning the two Seeds, and their 
Reſurre&ion, as if there were no Reſurrection, but of Chritt the good Seed, and that of 
the Devil the bad Seed in Men. Page 275. It may be worth the while to hear his ſtrange 
Anſwers to. thoſe Queries, which as they plainly overthrow the Dofrine of the Reſur- 
re&ion, ſo they moit grollely by a moſt perverſe Allegory, Hold Forth moſt unſound 
Docrine concerning Chriſt. | 

The Queſtions and Anſwers by Ric. Hubb. are as followeth, 

Toou declareſt thy ignorance of the two Seeds, and asheſt what be thoſe two Seeds. 
Anſwer,Thoſe two the Scriptures ſpeaks of, the Seed of the Woinan,and the Seed of the 
Serpent. Queſt. 2. Who did or doth ſow them two Seeds ? Anſw,God doth Sow the one, and 
the Wicked one the other. Queſt. 3. Where be they Sown * Anſw, In Man. Queſt. 4. 
When be they Sown? Anſw, When Man had a being anda Body to receive them, 
Queſt. 5. What be the Bodies they ſhall riſe with? Anſw, Their own Bodies according to 
their own Natures, the one pure, and the other defiled. Queſt. 6, Whether be theſe 
two Seeds, and two Bodies in all the world, or two Seeds in every man, and the two By 
dies in every man.? Anſw. The Seeds are but two in the whole World, having each 
Seed its own Body, and in every one, until the one be caſt out. Queſt. 7. When ſhall 
thoſe Seeds ariſe, or be raiſed, whether after the Bodily death, or after the Spiritual death ? 
Anſw. Everyone in its own order after the death of that which is born after the Fleſh, 
andalſo after the Death of the Spiritual wickedneſs , which is yet alive in all Hire- 
lings and Deceivers, { ſuch as thou art) where the Seed of God is yet in its Grave. 
Queſt. 8. What are the Graves thoſe are in, and out of which they ſhall ariſe ? _ 
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Theſe of which the Scripture ſpeaks, which when thou comeſt to underſtand it, - thou 
wilt underſtand both the Seeds and Graves of which we ſpeak, Chriſt the Secd made 


his Grave in the wicked, and in the Rich in his Death, aud out of that Grave ſhall 


riſe with his Body, into Everlaſting Life, If thou canſt reccive it thou mayſt. be ſatis- 
fied. And as to the gth. Query, why I ſay,: that the one ſhall riſe into Everlaſting Life, 
and the other unto Condemnation. Anſw. Becauſe it is ſo, therefore T ſay ſo, and. if T ſay 
to the contrary make it manifeſt , but in this, as in other things, thy folly and ignorance us 
manifeſt, Gyc. Here ye See, he owns no Reſurre@ion but of the two Seeds, none of 
which are Men, but Men are the ground in which they are Sown, and the Graves in 
which they are buried , but he has not told us, how the Szrpents ſeed is 
buried in wicked Men , for. it is rather raiſed in them , than buried , If 
it be ſaid, it is buried in good men, then how ſhall it be raiſed up in them, to Con- 
demnation ? Did ye ever hear ſuch ſtuff. ! But he'groflely perverts the Scripture in 
Taiah $3. by a moſt falſe Allegory, that Chriſt made his Grave in the wicked, and in the 
Rich in his Death, there is no ſuch Tranſlation, nor will the Hebrew bear it, he made 
his Grave with the wicked, &c. It was a Prophecy, that Chriſt ſhould be buried with the 
wicked, to. wit the two Tyijeves, and how that Rich. man Joſeph of Arimathea, 
ſhould lay him in his own Sepulcher, as was fulfilled, and near to the ſame Place, the 
two Thieves. (whercof the one had repented) were Buried. Let me 1n the next Place 
Read unto you ſome abominable Queries, of his oppoſing the Man Chriſt his being Creat- 
ed. pag. 49. < When was that Chriſt Created, which you ſay, muſt as. a Creature judge the 
* world; and if in Marjes time,who was judge of the World till then, or did he judge 
©. the World as God till then, and as a Creature ever ſince. Whether was not that chrif, 
* which you call a Creature ſent out of Heaven from the Father, and did he ſend a 
«Creature to,Redoem the Creation, and Judge it. And a little after he Quereth, was 
© not the perſon of Chriſt Jeſus before the world was,his Nature and Glory the ſame, that 
© js now with the Father in Heaven, or in what is it changed. And when had the Man 
« Chriſt eſus his beginning, if you can declare it. pag. 50. Eow 1s Chriſt the or.ly te- 
*.gotten Son of God. If he be a Creature, or how can God beget a Creature, and if the 
* whole perſon of Chriſt was not before the carthly Adam, how was the Creation made 
*. by him. Here obſerve they are blind that ſee not how this man maketh Chriſt 
to be only Godzand Confounds the Godhead of Chriſt with his Manhood, ſeeing he will 


'not allow the Man Chriſt to have been Created or to have had any beginning, plcading 


that the perſon of Chriſt Jeſus was before the. World: was,. yea his whole Perſon beforc 
the Earthly Adam was. Now ſeeing nothing can dye but what 1s Created it 1s plain 
by R. Haubberthorns ſenſe, that the man Chriſt never ayed, and to belicve. he dyed, ac- 
cordirz to him is falſe Doftrine, This vile Antichriſtian Error that. the man Chriſt 1s 
not a Creature, nor Created, T. Elwozd defendeth , and Argueth after the ſame manner, 
if Chriſt be a Creature then he 4s not God, and if generated, or by generation, then nat created, 
Arguing from his Generation in the Woinb of. the Virgin. See his Anſwer to my 


Narrative. pag: 227. and Truth def. p.,139. where from my faying,Chrift was the Son of - 


God by an Eternal- Generation - and the Son of Abraham by a Generation in the 
fulneſs of time, he Concludes, ſo that in each reſpect and under each denomination, he 


is by Generation, and would he have him be Created alſo, only that he might render _ 


him a meer S9cznan Creature, herein (not $. C, but) G. K. 15 condemnable. But let us 
See how. this man agreeth with W, B. as the one. makes the perſon of Chriſt, his whole 
perſon only to be God, the other makes him not only a Man but ſuch a Perſon, 4s was mean 
«nd contcmmptible, as the Perfons of his Brethren, for hear him thus, Pag. 307. © For 
thez (viz. his Diſciples ) loved his perſon, for the ſake of the Frame, and quality of the Spt- 
Mt, that dwelt in him, or elſe what was his Perſon (being mean and contemptible_) ta them, 
more then another perſon, but for that which. dwelt in him, they loved him, let none miſtake, 
7 do mot ſleight it, nor the perſon of any of his Brethren, or Children, as they are prepared to do 


"the wilt-of their Father. Let all that. have the. leſt Meaſure of the true Knowledge of 


Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, judge if this be not. moſt. unworthily, and irreverently Written, concerning our 
Lords Perſon, [1t' was not only more in it ſelf, then the Perſons of any others but it 
was more to his'. Diſciples, . incomparably, who ſaw his Glory, his very outward and 
Viſible Perſon being Miraculoufly Conceived by the Power of the Holy Ghoſt, and his 
' Fleth, nor Soul was ever Tainted with the leſt 1{inful defilement, the Veſſel that was to 
receive ſuch an incomparable Treaſure, (all the fulneſs of Grace and Truth that dwelt in 
him_) behoved to be incomparably more excellent then that of other men, even the 
beſt,” of whom that may be duly applyed every way , thou art fairer then the Sons of 
Men.: grace is peared into thy lips, Pſal. 45. 2. 

I Come now to give you ſome New Proofs on the 4th. Head, to wit that Chriſt is not 
to come without us to Judge the Quick and the Dead, in his glorified Body even the 
fame that formerly Sutfered Death for our ſins. 


For Proof of this, I ſhall Read to you a Paſſage in the abovementioned Author, 
R. Hubb. Coll. p. 55. His Opponent had ſaid, /et them (viz. the Saints) not go forth, before 
the time, but abide in new Teſtament Worſhip, till the Lord come in Perſon, and call them out, 
and then they ſhall” go out all together, For theſe ſound and inoftenſive words, hear how 
he takes him up. Anſw. * How many Souls haſt thou led into that pit of darkneſs and 
& blindneſs,as to to believe that Chrift i yet to come in perſon. Now the Scriptore which thou 
© bringeſt, Mat. 24. 27, Provcs no ſuch thing, as another Chriſt coming in Perſon. Ob- 
< ſerve how he perverts his Opponents words, as if he held Forth another Chriſt com- 
ing in Perſon, thus as G. Fox.Commends him, he trampled upon the Spirit of his Op- 
punent, and went over him, but ye ſee very foully and unfairly it was never heard 
that any who expects Chrifts coming in Perſon to judge the quick and the dead, at the 
great day, did expe another Chriſt coming in Peiſon, but another appearance of that 
ſame Chriſt who firſt came in a State of Humiliation, and. 1s again to come in a State 
of glorious Exaltation. And this R. Hubb., Boldly gives the Lye to the Apoſtlcs 
Dottrine, affirming (but moſt falfly) they did never tell of Chriſts ſecond coming in Perſn, 
nor of his Perſonal Reign, whereas the Apoſtles Dotrine is full and clear concerning it 
and all Orthodox Chriſtians in the whole World believe it, and affirm that Chriſt when 
he comes in Perſon to judge the World, his ſo judging is his AR, as a King, and may 
well be called his Perſonal Rezgn (not to medle at preſent with the. Thouſand Years 

' Reign) as it is Mzt. 25. 34. Then ſhall the King ſay unto them on his right hand,and verſe 4o. . 
And the King ſhall anſwer, &c. and verſe 31. This King #s the Son of Man, 


For another Proof on this 4th. Head, I ſhall Read to you a Paſſage out of W. Bailie his 
Coll. pag. 30s. 1 never read in all the Scriptures ( as T can remember) of. a Third coming 
of Chriſt, Perſonally, in his own ſingle Perſon, or of a Perſonal Reign, beſides what . ſhall 
be in his Saints, But I have read of his coming the ſecond time, without ſin unta Salvation, 
&c. Which the Apoſtles in their days did witneſs, And pag. 309. —Who (v:'z. the Difciples) 
never mention?d, (as ever 1read_) of a Perſonal coming, and Reign the Third time, or of 4 

' Third coming in a ſingle Perſonal appearance, as hath been imagined by many, &c.. Again 1n 
pag. 300. ' Bat methinbs I hear ſome ſay, (in their Reaſonings and imaginations) what body 
hath he, and where 4 it ſeeing it is ſaid, he is at the right hand of God. This I ſhall anſw. 
with his oxn words, which he ſpake here on Earth, viz, No man aſcended uÞ to Heaven, 
but he that came down fiom Heaven, the Son of Man, which is in Feaven, He that hath an : 
Ear to hear, let him hear, and take Notice what body that was, which came down from - 
Heaven, when Mary ſaid unto the Angel, how can this be. ſeeing I know mt a man. . 
Is not this abominable ? By his plain words, .no body did Aſcend to Heaven, but that - 
' body which came down from Heaven, here he Falfiftieth. and Pervertcth our Saviours-- 
words, who ſaid not body but he. Our Savicurs words prove no ſuch thing. for though -. 
another he, or another Chri/t did not Aſcend; but whodid Deſcend, yet he took of the 
' Virgins -Subſtance, of her real Body, otherwiſe he could not bein Heaven, in the true. 
Nature. 
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Nature of Man, the Son of Man. See again how he Allegorizeth "away the Clond 
that received Chriſts body out of the fight of his Diſciples, into the Cloud of ſin, not 
owning any other Cloud. pag. 3ol. But indeed faith, W. Bailie © is but a Cloud that 
hath received him out of the ſight of the Gaxers, but faith the Lord to his Children , 
T have blotted out your iniquities like a thick Chud, I ſhall yet bring you another Proof out 
of Francis H ugel a great Author among them, who contendeth againſt his Opponent for 
ſaying that Chriſt is in the earth by his Spirit and in Heaven, in his Body or Perſon, diſtint# 
from his Spirit if ſo (ſaith he) then you divide Chrift, and a Perſon without a Spirit and not 
Chriſt. Now if Chriſt be not in Heaven, in his body or Perſon, diſtin from his Spj- 
rit in believers, but ſo that where ever his Spirit is, there is his Body, this cuts off all of 
Faith and Expettation of Chriſts outward coming in Perſon. But how weakly 
doth he Argue againſt his Opponent, it doth not f.llow that Chriſt is a Perſon 
without a Spirit , becauſe as his Opponent faith, and as all Orthodox Chriſtians 
ſay, Chriſts body is nat on earth, but his Spirit, for they who aftrm Chriſts Body to be in 
Heaven, affirm that his Soul and Spirit is there, but not Limited not to be 1n Believers 
on Earth alſo, nor will it prove a diviſion betwixt Chriſts Spirit and his Body, that 
Chiriſts Spirit is not Circumſcribed as his Body is, but as it repleniſheth his Body with 
its fulneſs, fo with ſeveral Meaſures it repleniſheth the hearts of the Faithful on 
Earth. . 

Before I have done with my new Proofs, I will give you another Diverſion by the 
way, it was Francis Hougil whom the Author of the Snake Quotes, to prove that he 
Heſd a moft blaſphemous Aﬀertion, viz. that they that have the Spirit of God are equal 
with God, Firſt I ſhall read to you Francis Hougels words. pag. 232. And the fiſt thing 
that thy dark mind ſtumbles at, is, that ſome have ſaid, that they that have the Spirit of 
God, are cqual with God. Me that hath the Spirit of God, (ſaith Francis Hougel_) is in 
that which is equal, as God is equal, and his ways equal, and he that is joined to the Lord 
4 one Spirit, there is unity, and the unity jtands in equality it ſelf. He that is born from a- 
bove is the Son of God and he ſaid, I and my Father are one. And where the Son is re- 
vealed, and ſpeaks the Father ſpeaks in him, and dwells in him, and he in the Father, in 
that which is equal, in equality it ſelf, there is equality in nature, though not in Stature, 
Go Learn what theſe things mean, the underſtanding and Learned well know, what I ſay, and 
this is neither damnable nor blaſphemous, but on the contrary it is ſaving and precious to them ? 
Now hear with what dull and palpable Sophiſtry. G. Whitehead Iabours to juſtifie, 
F. Hu, He ſaith, Antidote, pag. 260. He places the Equality, between the Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit. Doth he ? Is that F. Hougils only meaning of theſe words ? they that 
have the Spirit of God, are equal with God, how improper 15 it to ſay, the Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit are equal with God, this were to make them not Three, but Four. 
But again, how are the Father, Son and Holy Ghojt, equal not in Stature , but in Nature, 
was it ever heard before in Chriſtendom to diſtinguiſh betwixt Gods Nature and Sta- 
ture, as to ſay, the Father and the Son, are equal in Nature, but not in Stature, O ſhame- 
ful perverſion of G. Whitehead, to defend the vile ignorance and Error of F. Hougil ! 
leſt their pretence and Claiin to infallibility ſhould fall among their ignorant admirers, 
can it be thought that G. W. is honeſt and ſincere in this way of pervertion and So- 
phiſtry ? Again, he ſaith, Now though the Saints cannot claim to themſelves that equali- 
ty, the Son of God (whois their head) hath, yet who can in truth deny, their being made 
partabers of the divine nature,and union in Chriſt Feſus and Holy Spirit with the Father. But 


- what ſaith all+ this to prove the Saints equal with God in Nature, but not in Stature. 


the higheſt ualiy is the equality of Nature, ſeeing Gods Stature and Nature is one 


* and the ſame thing. But obſerve again a little piece of filly Craft that G. W. uſeth in 


his 4n7id»te he ſaith, we (meaning himſelf and his Brethren) give this Perſon, (vzz. the 
Author of the Snake, &c ) leave to ſecure ſuch Perſoiis in Bedlam, if he can find any 
among us, that he can plainly prove, to hold the ſame as he charges." It was reported 
of G. #, that he ſaid, he was equal with God, and in Sauls Errand, he ſaid, pag. 8. He 

that 
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that hath the ſame Spiiit that raiſed up Jeſus Chrift from the dead is equal with God as - 


Feſus Chriſt which is the Myſtery hath paſſed before, ſo the ſame Spirit tabes upon it the (ame 
ſeed,and is the ſame where it t4 made manifeſt. Now both £ F, ad F,f yp rinks ve 
are not to be found tobe ſent to Bedlam, for ye will not ſay, their Bodies are to be 
taken up out of their Graves, but G. Whiteheads words 1mply,that when the y were Living, 
they were fitter for Be4/am, than a Chriſtian Society, that Held ſuch Dofrine, viz. 
that the Saints (ſuch as ticy judged themſelves to be,) were equal with God. And that 
this was as much G.. Fox's ſenſe as F. Hougels is proved from his Anſwer in Great 
Ayſlery, pag. 197. to his Opponent Expounding that placein Mat. Be ze therefore per- 
feet, as your Heavenly Fatyer is perfect, that is in quality not in quantity, to this, G. Fox 
roundly Anſwcreth, He that i perfect as his Heavenly Fathe; is per feft, is perſe&t, as he 
us perfect, if thou or any have an Ear to hear let them hear, and lay away thy quali- 
ties and quantities, and take the words as they are, and all that are come into Chriſt, are 
come into Life from the Duſt and Aſhes,and are the Spiritual Meu. This he ſpoke, blaming 
his Opponent tor calling the Saints Dufl and Aſhes, but was not Abraham a Saint, and 
come into Life, and into Chriſt, and yet called himſelf Duſt and Aſhes before God. 
Alſo in Sauls Errand hear what Anſw, G. Fox gave to that Query, paz. 13. whether 
the Saints inthis Life, without any addition hereafter,are perfettly Juſt, perfe&tly Holy, 


compleately Glorious in this Life, and are not capable of any addition after Death, in 


the leſt degree, but only of Manifeſtation. He Anſwers, Thou Hypocrit diſſemble not 
with him, he that is perfectly Holy, is perfetly juſt, where this is revealed, there needs no 
additim, for the man of God is perfeet, | Note, what is this but to.make themſelves equal 
with God, for God only needs no.addition, Again, If the Saints be compleatly glori- 


ous in this Life, that they need no addition, after Death, then they have no Reſur- - 


retion, to look after, nor outward coming of Chriſt to expe. 


I intend to bring one Proof more on the 2d, Head, but becauſe the day is Hot, if 
the Auditory be willing, to Adjourn the Meeting until the Third hour in the Afternoon, 
I ſhall be ſatisfied, to which they Generally gave atlent, and thus the Firſt Meeting end- 
ed about the Firſt Hour in the Afternoon. | 

At the Third hour in the Afternoon, T proceed=d to bring another Proof out of 
G. Fox to ſhow his ſtrange Dodtrine concerning the Fleſh and bloxd of Chriſt, what 
. that Fleſh is, which he calls the Offering, and what the blood 1s, in which is the be- 
lief that takes away the ſin. I quoted this Paſſage in the Appendix to my Narrative, to 
which T. Elwood hath ſaid nothing by way of Diref reply, but tells he had not ſeen 
the Book and Queries was not that his outward fleſh that was Crucified, and how Faith- 
fully I recite out of it, he knows not. But the Book is frequent enough , and is in 
divers hands, what I recited out of it, was Faithfully done, only a Literal Fault in the 
Typography, as for read it was Printed real, Now that it could not be the outward 
Fleſh, that G. Fox meant in all that large relation, is cvident, becauſe he ſaith, Chriſt 
according to the fleſh was Crucified, when Adam ſinned, and Adams and Eves fleſh was de- 
filed, T thall recite his words now a little more largely than in. the former Narrative. 
He begins thus. Concerning Chriſts fleſh, which was off ered, &c. Chriſt the Lamb {lain 
from the Foundation cf the World, when it began its Foundation, then the Lamb was H_ then 
the World was ſet up in Mans heart, that he did mt ſee the beginning nor the ending of the 
Works of God, and then Adam and Eves clean fleſh was defiled, and clean bodies, and clean 
mind's, when they tranſzreſſed and tranſzreſſions entred, ſo came ſin into Adam, and Eve, and 
then the body of death made up inthe ſin and tranſzreſſim, in adams fleſh, and Eves, then 


were their minds defiled, and their Spirits and their Souls came into death, and their fleſh 


defiled, then came their underſtanding to be darkned, and Chrift according to the fleſh Cruci- 
fied, the Lamb ſlain, that fleſh of his, which is a Myſtery when the firſt Adams and Eves 
fleſhiwas aefiled, and fo death reigned from Adam to Moſes ; ard when the Jews did tranſ- 


greſs the Law of God, the Prophets told them, F 
and , 


they oppreſſed the ſeed as a Cart with Sheaves-. . 
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end likewiſe the Prophets did ſee Chriſt, which had been ſlain from the Foundation of th 

World, and bruiſed which Moſes, David, Abrgham, ' and the reft of the Prophets ſaw, that 
he was to riſe,that God would raiſe him up,who ſhould come in the end of the Bozh, that is in the 
end of the words, in the end of the Prophets, in the end of the Types, Figures and ſhadows — 
P- 55. So the belief comes into this righteouſneſs Chriſt the Seed, for the other righteouſneſs was 
held in the clean part,in which was the offering, ſ1 he ends and puts down that righteouſneſs,who 
is the rizhteouſneſs and that part,and mind and Eye hat ſiands in tt that they may come to a 
thing,that 7s lower and under,and higher,and over all,and before all,that is the righteouſneſs it 
ſelf, F in this lyes the belief, ſothen in the life and in the ſubſtance,and in the end of all Types — 
pag. 57/0 through his fleſhhe doth reconcile,and by the Off:ring up his body, his fleſh,that which 
hath been / yo from the Foundation of the World, and yet never corrupted—which fleſh is the 
offering, tor as he was God hedid not dye, and t his fleſh is a Myſtery, and in this fleſh, 
7s the belief that tabes away the ſin, that never corrupted, that 1s the Offering for ſin, and the 
blood of this Fleſh cleanſeth from ſin. pag. 53. _ Now they that are in the belief of this 
fleſh, and Offerin, ſees over all Offerings to the beginning into the Glory, which was with the 
Father, before the World began, for all outward Offerings and Sacrifices was given to Man, 
after he fell, and the Lamb ſlain, which Offering is a Figure of Chriſt, the Seed to be brought 
forth, and offered up, and he the top-ſtone over all laid, to end and finiſh all the outward 
Offerings, and Types and ſhaddows, and in him there is nne. pag, $9. So through this 
Offering is the reconciliation, through the Offering of his fleſh that never corrupted, but takes 
away Corruptions, and his blood cleanſeth from Corruptions, the life read and ſo this pure 
fleſh, this Offering is ſet over all, which never Cyrupted, which muſt be your Meat if you 
Live thnugb there 1s more in all theſe things which is hard to be uttered and cannot be uttered yet? 
_ Did ye ever hcar ſuch Doftrine. This that 1 have Read Proves that 1n all this, he 
doth not mean his outward fleſh, For 1. This Fleſh was Crucifted and ' flaia from the 
beginning, fo was not his outward fleſh, (though the great benefit and vertue of his 
Death, and Sufferings in the Fleſh, when he Suffered in the fulneſs of time did extend 
to all Ages, from the beginning of the World, and . will to all Ages to come to the 
end of the World, in which ſenſe he may. be ſaid to be the Lamb ſiain from the 
Foundation of the World. 2. His outward fleſh was an outward Offering, but this is the in- 
ward that (as he ſaith) endeth all the outward Offerings. 3. It 1s the Subſtance, the Life, 
the Righteouſneſs it ſelf, the Seed that which was Bruiſed and flain in the Fews, and op- 
preſſed as a Cart with Sheaves. 4- It is a thing that is lower and under, and higher and over 
all, and before all, therefore not the outward Fleſh of Chrifts body which was vilible, 
and was not before all, nor above all, unleſs they will ſay, that the Seed or Light 
within was Tranſimuted or changed into an outward Body of Fleſh, as Mug/cton, and 
his followers are ſaid to Teach, which is abominable ! 

But how little weight G, Fox did lay on Chriſts outward Suffering, or the Faith of 
it (though he mentions in -one place, ſome that were ſuch, as Crucified him without 
them, that ſlay Chriſt in themſelves, pag.z8.)clearly appeareth from the Objefion he 
brings againſt his Doftrine here delivered. Obje?F. But if any ſhould hold the Sced 
only within tizem, and that Chriſt is not come in the Fleſh, and hath not appeared 
in the ſhape of a Man, to end all the Offerings, and Sacrifices and Typical things, 
and the Offercr, and the part that doth pertain to them. 

To this Objeftion, the true Chriſtian Anſwer ſhould have been, that ſuch who hold 
that Chriſt is not come in the fleſh, are but unbelieving Fews and Infidels, and ſuch Anti- 
chriſts, as Yohn wrote of, whoare not of God. 1 oh. 4. 2. Every Spirit that confeſſeth 
not that Feſus Chriſt is come in the fleſh, is not of God, (5c. But in place of ſuch an 
Anſwer as that, he replyeth, Anſwer they muſt that hold that that, he is not come, 
but only is within them the Seed, then ſee 1f that they ſpeak of, doth, or hath brought 
them out of Adamin the Fall, and put down all Adams and Eves . Sons and 
Daughters inventions, Cc. And this is the ſubſtance of his Anſwer, whereby is implyed 

that they who hold the Seed only within them, and that Chriſt is not come - the 
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Fleſh, ſuch as the Infidel Fews, and the Deifts here in England and elſewhere yet by 
the Seed within them, without baith in Chriſt without them, they may be brought to a 
finleſs State, which 1n his Phraſe is to be brought out of Adam in the Fall, 
Having thus gone through my new proofs, out of the abovementioned Authors: 
I come now, to ſhow, the weakneſs, and palpable Sophiſtry of G. Whitebeads Defences 
and Z. Elwoods to my former Proofs, brought in my Former Narrative in many particu- 
lars fo far as time ſhall permit, though it cannot be expected, that I can go through 
all, yet what remains being of the like Nature, ye may judge of the one by the other 
G. Whitthead in his Antidote, pag. 28. chargeth me with undervaJuing the Light withir 
as not ſufficient to Salvation, or not ſuificiert without ſomething elſe. Anſw, Here he hath 
clearly given away the Cauſe in Controverſie betwixt T. &/wood and me in Contra- 
dition to T. Elwood his advocate, who greatly blamed ime, (but moſt unjuſtly) for miſtak- 
ing the Queſtion, and cunnzngly (as he ſaith) {ding in the word within as in h1s pretended 
Anſwer to my Narrative. pag. 183. and in his further Diſcovery. pag. 31, 32. as if the 
Queſtion had not been about the ſufficiency of the Light within, but the Light 1ndeft- 
nitely, which ftgaiftteth Chriſt both without and within. But I brought Authentick 
Proofs, that the Quettion betwixt them in America and me, was about the Light within, 
and not the Light 1adefiniteiy, And now G. Whitehead hath eaſed me of any further 
Labour to Convince T. Elwood, that it was the Light within, concerning which the Con+ 
troverfie was, by his fairly granting that they, z. e. the Quakers of his party, are 
offended at my undcrvaluing the Light within, as not ſuificient to Salvation, or not ſuiti- 
cieat without ſomething elſe. And here now at length, he hath openly thown his 
Deiſme and Antichrijtian Doftrine, for if it be an offenſive and falſe Afcrtion, to ſay, 
the //2ht within is not ſuificient to Salvation, without ſomething elſe, the contradictory 
muſt ve true, that the /z2ht within is ſufficient to Salvation without any thing elſe, (the true 
contradiction lying betwixt, the one Particular, and the other univerſal_) and fo with- 
out Chriſts blood outwardly ſhed, and his Sacrifice on the Crofs, and interceffion fer 
us in Heaven, all which are ſomething elſe than the light within Men. But his Argu- 
ments for the ſufficiency of the Light within without any thing elſe, are exceeding 
weak and Sophiſtical as that Chriſt within and Chriſt without are not two Chriſts, Chriſt 
without is not another Chriſt, than Chriſt within, the Light within is not divided from 
Chriſt without, and God and Chriſt the Eternal and Effential word is all-ſufficient, and 
able to ſave Man from Sin, Wrath, and Damnation. For though Chriſt within and 
Chriſt without are not two Chriſts, as his Godhead and Manhood are not two Chriſts, 
yet his Manhood is not his Godhead, but ſomething elſe, and his Body of Fleſh, and 
his Biood outwardly ſhed, are ſomething elſe than the /;zght within, and if any ſhould 
argue againſt G. W. and ſay,God and Chriſt without us, without any internal illuminati- 
on, or operation, of him within us, is ſufficient to Salvation, how will G. W. Anſwer 2 
God is as truly God, without us as within us, and yet he will not only grant, but 
plead, that there 1s an abſolute neceffity of an inward Work of God in Mens hearts, to 
Sanftifie them, without which they cannot be ſaved, and though God, and Chriſt are 
all-ſufficient, yet as they cannot Ilye,nor {in,nor be the Author of in, ſo nor can they do any 
thing that doth not agree to the Divine attributes of his wiſdom, and juſtice, nor can 
God, whois all-fufficitent contradi& his Eternal purpoſe, and ordination, which was 
and is to ſave us by the man Chriſt Feſws, and not without him. And would G. W. 
think 1t enough in any that ſhould ſay, it is ſufhcient to Preach Chriſt without for Sal- 
vation, and his Death and Sufferings without any thing or Principle within, becauſe by 
his Argument, they are not divided. But though Chriſt is not divided, yet too many 
have Falſe Notions of him, as if he were divided. Hence as ſome Preach Chriſt without, 
but deny or oppoſe him within, and blaſpheme againſt his inward appearance, ſo © hers 
Preach him within, but deny or oppoſe yea, and blaſpheme againſt his outward ap- 
pearance and his real ' exiſtence in the true Nature of man without us, and his outward 
coming to judge the World, as is already Lig But G. W. it ſeems lath now _ 
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a Sophiſtical way to excuſe thoſe Blaſphemers againſt Chriſt without, Why ? Chriſt 
within, and Chriſt without are not divided, and if this can excuſe them, who make 
Chriſt within, the all and whole of the worlds Saviour, it can as much excuſe them, 
who make Chriſt without Men, the whole Saviour excluding the Spirit and inward 
appearance of Chriſt in Men. But 6G, W. hath not proved, that I undervalue the 
[izht within as I do not but highly value it, and acknowledge all that is due thercunto 
as a concurring Cauſe of our Salvation jointly with the Man Chrift, but not without him. 
Whereas G. W. faith in his Antidote, we (7. e. he and his Brethren) are not offended at 
G. Keiths Preaching Chriſt, or his Suffering and Dying without us ftraly conſidered, there 
lyeth a Miſtery 1n that Phraic truly Contidered, 7,c. to Preach Chritts Suffering and 
Dying without us, and the Faith of it, not as abſolutely necetſary , but as profitable, or - 
as neceflary, in ſuch a manner, as an upper Garment is neceflary to keep a man from 
Cold, though he can do well enough without it, if he have an under Garinent, or as a 
pair of Gloves is necetlary to a Mans Hands to keep them Warm, thcugh he can do 
without them, by puttiug i'1s Hands 19to his Pockets, which very Examples ſome of 
the Quakers have brought to ſhow how far they underſtand that Chriſt without, and 
the Faith of him is neceſſary to be Preached. But this is down-right Pelagianſm?, for 
Pelazins himſelf uſed ſuch an .Example, to ſhow, how far Chriſt was necctlary to 
Mens Salvation, as whena Man .can go from one Place to another on Foot. but Tra- 
velleth more eaſily on Horſeback, or in a Chariot, and this amounts to G. Whitehead's 
way of Preaching Chriſt truly Confidered, for if the /ight within be ſufficient to Salva- 
tion without any thing elſe, it's a neceſſary conſequence there is no abſolute or indced 
no great nced to Preach any thing at all of a Chriſt without. 

Antidote, pag. 30, AlL Chriſts Sufferings and Sacrifice, his Croſs, his Blood and water 
ſhed without, had a Myſterious and Allegorical meaning and interpretation, as well as a Lites 
ral in them. | And there #s his Spiritual blood and water as well as the outward, for all that 
is ſpoben of the blood of Chrit in Scripture is not to be taken only in a Literal Senſe, See. 
allo pag. 82. 

Anſw. That by Chriſts blood outward!v ſhed, is meant not only his blood, but his 
Death and Sufferings of the whole Man, by a Figurative Specch of putting the part 
for the whole, 1s true, but that all Chriſts Sufferings and-Sacrifice, Croſs, Blood, Water, 
had an Allegorical Senſe and- meaning, beſides the Literal, 7. e. what is really intend- 
ed by the Litcral Declaration, 1s Falſe, and the bottom of it is Ranteriſme, and wild 
Notion and Fancy, for if Chriſts Sufferings aud Sacrifice have an Allegorical ſcuſe 
and meaning, this is ſtill to make them but Types and Figures of a more cxcelicnt Suf- 
- fering and Sacrifice of the /72ht within Men, ſeeing the thing to which the Allegorye, - 
or Allegorical Senſe points, is the more cxccllent, as the New Covenant is more cx- 
cellent, then Sarah, the Allegorie of it. 

Page 58. They place not infallibility in ever ſingle Quaker. Anſw. This doth rot clear 
them from holding Poptth infallibility, for no more do the Papiſts place infallibility 
in, every fingle Papiit. Bug let G. W. Anſwer, doth not he think himſclf infallible ? 
What inſtance of his infallibility hath he owneG, and doth he not think the Yearly 
Meeting at London is infailible ? Let him not equivocate but ſpeak plainly out, 
yea, Or nay. 

Page 109. - He unfairly and ſtrainedly defends G. Fox's words, there is none have © 
Glory and a Heaven but within them. which was before man had a being. Great Myſtery, 
pag. 214. This (faith G. W.) 7s intended of what the Saints have and enjyy in this life in the 
preſent Tenſe, C and not of that more full attainment in that which is to come,) for G. F. ſaid 
in his Sauls Errand, they that are perfect, need no addition, after this life, And even in 
the preſent time, the Saints on Earth, have a Glory, and a Heaven, without them, as 
really as Governour Penn hath Pen/ilvania, though he is not nowin it; and if any 
would ſay, Governour Penn hath not Penſilvania, it is not his, becauſe he is not in 
it, but here in England, the Quakers would fay, he Iyed, 

Pog. 188 


Pag. 188, He faith he is ſtill diſſatisfied with the word Co-creator, as implying two 
Gods, for he ſaith, Co fignifies ſzmul together, as Coworkers, Copartners, and to help 
him, he brings in his Moderate Churchman , ſaying 1t being a word neither uſed in 
the Holy Scriptures,nor by anyof the Antient Counſels. Anſw. That C9 or Con that fignt- 
fieth ſzmul together, doth imply two Gods, is both weakly and Sophiſtcally Argued, 
and his Moderate Church-man , and he Writ ignorantly , it is uſed in th- Holy 
Scriptures, by the Greek Septuagint who were wiſer men, then either G. W. or his 
Church-man Prov, 8. 27, 31. where the eternal wiſdom 1s brought in ,ſaying av rmrpiuny 
and ouy]esAtoug 7. e LI was Coexiſtent and Coefficient, which is as mich as 
Cocreans, 1. e, Co-creating. And ſeeing G.W. layeth his fo great offence on the word 
C9 as tignifying ſimul together, and thinks himſelf bravely defended by his moderate 
Ciurch-man, his telling, that it is not uſed by any of the Anticat Counſels, is he fo 
?gnorant, that he kroweth not that Antient Counſels uſed the word Romovtios, 7. e, 
Conſubſtantial, and by G. Whiteheads Logick , Conſubſtantial implies two Gods, as 
well as Co-creator, 1s it not a great ſhame that any profeſſed Church of England Man, 
ſhould thus defend a vile Error, Contradifting one of the ereat Eſfenti.:!s of the 
Church of Englands Faith? But how doth G. W. or his moderate Church-man defend or 
excuſe his blaming W, Burnet for ſaying that Chriſt as God had a Father : This was 
the main Argument I brought againſt G. W. to prove that he did not believe that the 
Son of God was God, forhe called it Nonſenſe and blaſphemy to ſay, that Chriſt God, 
had a Father. Now if he had no Father, as he was God, he was either the Father 
himſelf, which was the Sabel/tan Heretie, or if he was not God, as he was the Son, 
he was but a mecr Creature. But this though it was the main Charge he paſt over 
without the leaſt reply. And further to ſhow his ignorance he Tranſlates reds wap- 
Tvpz vs three Witneſſes, which ſhould be Tranſlated three Witneffing, for the word 
isan adjeQive, and a Participle, and ſurely they Witneſs together : and if he grants 
that there are three witneſſing, why not alſo three Creating, and yet but one God ? 

Page 190. Hc faith, Suppole that in ſome patlages, in ſonie of my former Writings,as 
to the Circumſtance of words or expreſſions there may be ſome deficiency or want ſome 
Explication , or diſtintion. Anſw. This 1s a bare acknowledgment. Suppoſe that in 
ſome pallages, Cc. It is beyond ſuppoſition, that he hath greatly erred in things of 
great moment, 2. If words be but a circumſtance, why has he and his Brethren fo 
much blamed their Opponents about theſe circumſtances, and why have they blamed 
me for circumſtances of words, and why do they bring up againſt me what I wrote, in 
my younger Years, much younger then G. W. was then, But unfound words cat as a 


Canker that deſtroyeth the Faith. 
Paz.1;1. Heſaith, Chriſt as God his Soul was increated, Note his and T. Elwods dull 


Sophiſtry, there was no Queſtion betwixt 7. Danſom and G. W. about the Soul of Chriſt, 


as God, but about the Soul and Body of Chriſt as Man, for T..D. had faid, Chriſt had a 
Created Sul and Body, it was never known that T. Danſon, or any other Presbyterian held 
that Chriſt as God had a Created Sou] and Body. 

Pag. 192. Theſe are to tell the World, that we own no Chriſt at all and he chargeth me 
that he is perſwaded, G. K. has wronged his own Conſcience, and that he muſt needs know 
the contrary of him, in this, and ſame other things. - Anſw. 1 reje& his Charge as altogether 
Falſe, my Conſcience hath not the l:ſt hurt in the Caſe, until G. W. retrad his vile 
errors molt unchriſtianiy oppoſing and Diſputing one while againſt Chriſt as God 
having a Father, and being Cocrcator with the Father, another while oppofing his 
having a Created Soul and Body, or any bodiiy exiſtence now in Heaven, as Man, he 
leaves juſt Cauſe of ſuſpition in the minds of all Conſciencious Perſons, that he doth 
not truly believe that Chriſt is either God or Man. If G6. W. be better inftrufted of 
later Years, let him Retra@ his former Errors, otherwiſe who can think well of him 2 
And what if ſome among you, hold that Chriſt is either God nor Man, 1t well 


enough agrees with W. Penns Notion of _ that kc is Meckneſs, Juſtice, Go. which 
2 are 


are but Inherent Qualities in Men, and neither are God nor Man. 

Pag. 197. Repeating his words in Oppoſition to R. G's. ſaying, that Chriſt exiſtet/; 
outwardly bdily at Gods right hand, he ſaith theſe Queſtions are no Concluſions, or poſitive 
determinations. Anſw. I ſay, they imply Conclufions, and Pofitive Determinations, elſe 
why did he oppoſe R. G. and call for Scripture Proof about them 3 It is eafie to 
know when a Query is equivalent to a Conclufion and when not, this 1s one of his 
miſerable ſhifts. 

Pag. 200. He blames me for injuriouſly leaving out blood and bones in a Quotation. Anſw. 
This was no Material Omiffion, nor any ways deligned. G. Whitehead did argue a- 
gainſt Chriſts bodily Exiſtence without us, and againſt the. coming again of that body 
viſibly to be ſeen, doth he now own Chriſts body to be fleſh, without blood and bones 
that he makes ſo great a complaint againſt me. 

Pag. 203. His Quotation out of my Book neither helps him any thing, nor hurts 
me 3 for even there I affirmed, Chriſts body in Heaven, 1s the ſame for ſubſtance, which 
was on Earth, which cleareth me to have been ſound all along in that great Article of 
Faith. By Fleſh, Blvod and Bones I meant, that Chriſts body now in Heaven, had 
not ſuch Qualities and Propertics of an Animal Fleſhly Body, as it had on Earth, as 
of Hunger , Thirſt, Wearineſs, &c. As where it 1s ſaid, in the days of his Fleſh, 
and he was Crucified through Weaknels, 

Pag. 205. He perverts the State of the Queſtion, about the ſameneſs of the Reſur-- 
retion Eodies of the Saints, he confeſſeth, that he and his Brethren have objected 
againſt the ſame ſubſtance 3 which he now would turn, as only ObjeCting againſt the: 
ſame groſs ſubſtance : groſineſs and Spirituality of Bodies, make not Bodies differ in 
ſubſtance, Falſe Notions of Philoſophy as I have oft ſaid, deſtroy His and their Faith, 
but they deny any part of the ſubſtance of the Body that dyeth (how much fo ever re- 
fined) to Riſe ; Arguing againſt it from the Man-eaters, ſee Caleb Pufie his Mad. Account, 
and Fohn Pennington, his Keith againſt K, 

Pag. 219. His Defence in Anſwer to Fohn Horne, blaming him for ſaying Chriſt 
hath our Nature in Heaven, which Fohn H/ne cleared that our Nature as it was in Chrit- 
was not ſinful, this he would deceitfully excuic, as if he di& only refute ſome unſound 
Antino»mian Notions of Fohn Horne. But it is no Antinomian Notion, to ſay, Chriſt hath 
our Nature in Heaven, without all ſin, for fin is no part of Mans Nature, If Fohn Horne 
did afſert any untound Notion in other things, G. W. ought not to oppoſe him, in that 
which was ſound. [But ſuch a Spirit of Contradi&tion did fo poſſets him, and them; 
that Contradi@ it they would, right or wrang. 1 

Paz. 218. He is moſt Sophiſtical and evaſive,, about the blood of Chriſt: ſhed as 
not in being, as if it had been I. Burnets poſition, whereas let any but Read W. Burnets 
Capital Principles. p. 40. and they will find that it was the Objetion of ſome Quakers 
Originally, which W. B. Did undertake to Aniwcr. And ſuppoſe the Afertion had 
becn W. B's. that, that blood was mt in being, yet the concluſion was altogether G. White. 
heads, for W. Burnet did not ſo Argue, that blood is not in being, therefore we cannot 
be juſtified by it, for that is the thing that W. B. prefleth, viz. that we are juſtified 
by that outward blood, but.G.W. did oppoſe it, by Arguing, that blood was not in 
being, therefore we are not juſtified by it. Yea when one of - the Baptiſts did athrm, 
{as G. W. Confefſeth) that Chriſt might have taken it up again, G. W. oppoſed it, and 
called for Scripture to prove it. Light and Life, pag. 65. And to this day 6G. W. hath 
not told us whether that outward blood is in being, therefore let this queſtion be put to 
him once more, whether it 15 in being yea cr nay. 

Pag. 220. Though he ſeek to cover himſelf, putting the word for in place of to which 
as I formerly Noticed mends not the matter, the Quakers ſee no need to dire either for 
Feſus.Chriſt, or. his blood, as it was ſhed at Jeruſalem, this 3s ſtill ſcandalow, Yet he hath 
quite paſſed by,*and. ſo hath 7. E/wod his Advocate, that other ſcandalous place, in 
the words following, and where do the Scriptures ſay, the blood, was there ſhed. for juſti- 
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fication, and that men muſt be direfed to Jeruſalem toit, (Note to it.) See Light and Life- 
Pag. 38. This plainly ſhoweth G. W's. oppeſiticn,to juſtification by the blood of Ch: 1ſts 
body that was outwardly ſhed at Zerufalem, and that he then had no other Notion of 
juſtincation, but by Blood within, 7z. e. the Light within. And for his Proof, that Men 
are not juſtified by the Blood that was thcre ſd, he pcrverts the Scripture words put- 
ing but for ard, he dyed for our offences bu! Reſe again for our juſtification which Re- 
ſurreQion (he ſaith) ſurely was after the ſhcdiing the Blood outwardly. And from this,he 
would infer that Chriſts blood outwardly ſhed, had nv ſhare or part in our juſtification, 
See Rom. 4. 25. there 1s not but, but and. And though 1ometimes but is cquivalent to 
and, yet it cannot be ſohere in G. Whiteheads ſenſe, vho makes his but exclufive. and 
whereas he {till faith ſuch direftion is contrary to Rom. 10. 6,7,8. as alſo that any 
ſhould be directed to Chriſt above the Clouds, ſec his pag. 8. and 61, He continues to 
ſhow his unbelief, and Antichriſtian Dofrine, as if to dire& to Chriſt without, as 
he ſuffered Death at Feruſalem for our fins, and 1s now in Heaven without us, were 
cither contrary to Rom. 10. or inconltiſtent, with direfting to his inward appearance 
in Mens hearts. His Sophiſtry 1s dull, to infinuate it was a dir-tion, to go to 7eruſa- 
lem Ly Local Motion : But neither W. B. nor any Proteſtant ev-r thought fo, nor do 
any Papiſts make it neceffary to Salvation to go to Peruſaler, by Loca] Motion of the 
Body, the direction is to the Faith, and Conſideration of the Mind, but not tothe body 
by Local Motion, | 

Paz.224. He now owns Sol. Eccles words, {that the blond outwardly ſhed by the ſpear,was 
no more than the blood of another Saint) were not in the wiſdom and Counſel of God. Anſw. 
Was then G. W's. words in the Wiſdom and Counſel-of God, when he Defended them, by 
his filly Sophiſtry, and that to fo high a degree, that he ſaith pag. $58. Light and Life, 
S. E. did highly ſpeak in eſteem of the blood of Chriſt and new Covenant, as more 
excellent and Loving, and Holy, and Precious than is able to be uttered. which might 
have ſatisfied any Spiritual or unbyaſſed Mind, and yet now, it ſeems they ſatisfie not 
G. W's. mind, who has judged them, not to be in the Wiſdom and Counſel cf God, 
and therefore by Iiis own Cenſure, he 15 not a Man of a Spiritual and unbyafled Mind. 

Pag. 233, 234. Whereas formerly, as I did ſhow in my Narrative, G. W. did argue 
againſt that blood mentioned, As 20, Which is called Gods blood, that it could 
not be Material blood, becauſe God is a Spirit, yet now in Contradidtion, he owns that 
by blood is meant in that place, both Material and Myſtical, Gods own blood he faith, 
was no leſs than his own dear Son, Chriſt himſelf it was a manner of ſpeaking, the blood 
put for the whole Offering, the whole ranſom and price of mans Redemption, both outwardly 
and inwardly, outwardly by the ranſom given by Chriſts Sufferings and Sacrifice, and int- 
wardly by the operation of his Life, power and Spirit, which Myſlically is that preczous tld, 
thats opp3ſed to all corruptible things. Now let us confider the force of G. W's. Ar- 
gument ſeeing then that Gods blood is both Material and Myſtical, 7. e. Spiritual, 
therefore God 1s not fimply a Spirit. ( Oh groſs / ) but a Material or Corporal being, 
Z. e. abody as well as a Spirit. But he hath not yet proved that the Spirit or Light 
within Men is that blood which 1s any part of the Offering or Ranſom. And that he 
ſaith, the Myſtical blood 15 that precious blood that is oppoſed to all corruptible things, 
by this 1t ſeems he doth not yet own, that Chriſts outward blood was that pre- 
cious blood that 15 incorruptible. | 

Pag. 244. Denyal of theſe Four great Eſſentials (Co called,;) unjuſtly charged, Anfw. 
Theſe four Etlentials, to wit the four mentioned in both my Advertiſments, he ſaith 
of them in Parentheſt, ſo called wherein he fti'l hides himſelf, if they be Efſfenti- - 
als in his eſreem, how then is the Light within ſufficient to Salvation without any thing: . 
elſe, according to his Doftrine,if they be not Effentials of the Chriſtian Faith,then they 
arc nothing neceilary to be Preached or believed, we even here in Chriſtendom can be 
Saved without them, for one of them is that, Faith in Chriſt, as he outwardly Suffered, 
is neceſſary to our Salvation. ; 

Pag. 254. That the Sufferings of the Quakers in this Age are« greater or more unpaſt than 
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in the days of Chrift, or his Apojtles, this being Quoted by the Author of the Snabe out 
of E. Burroughs, he will not allow nor own it was ſo iirſt verbally Stated, unlets he ſee 
his Origmal Copy. Anſw. This is a quick diſpatch, whatever Quotat:ons hereafter or 
before are brought that G. W. thinks he. caunot well Anſwer, whether his own or o- 
thers, unicſs we can produce the Original Copy {in Manuſcript) he will not ſtand 
to it, Printed Quotations out of their Books will not bind him or thera, What- 
cver is amiſs muſt be thrown on the Printer or Publithers, tut not on the Authors. Is 
not this a miſ-rable ſhifr, andthe laſt Refuge of a deſperate Cauſe. Many other things 
groflely Sophiſtical 18 G. VV's. Antidote, I paſs over at preſent Reterring to ſome other 
occaſion, that may offer, wherein he may be further detettcd ; but why. do they let 
ſuch things remain in their Books without Correction 2? 

{ Come in the next place to ſhow you ſome of the many grofs, and palpably So- 
phiſtical Antwers and Defences of T7. Elwod, to ſome of my Books, and Narrative, take 
a part for the whole, being ail of a Sort, until a further occaſion of a further DetcRi- 
on: I had cifcd a truc Rule in Logick in one of my Former Books, ex verrs nil nift we- 
rum,from truc Premitſes, nothing hut a true coriclution can follow, whercupon T. Elwomd 
Coins another Axiom of his ow, as univerſal as the other which he falfely applyeth 
to me, ex falſis nil niſi falſum, 1. e. from falſe Premifles nothing but a falfe Concluſion can 
follow. Sce T. Elword his Further Diſcovery, pag. 89. This gives you a taſte what Lo- 
gician he is, if his Axiom, and Logick be truc, 1t will prove him n-ither an honeſt Man, 
nor a Man, Firſt, by his Logick onc may fo Argue Syllogiſtically, every Indiun is an 
honeſt Man, T. Elwood is an Indian, therefore T. Elwood 1s an honelt Man, and ſeeing both 
Premiiſes are Falfe, by his Axiom the Concluſion 15 Faife, viz, that 7: Elwnad is an 
honeſt man,and if that befalfe,judge ye what fort of a man lic 1s by his own Rule, A- 
gain, Secondly, One may fo Argue, cvery Stone 1s a Man, T. Elwnd js a Stone, thcre- 
fore T. Elwod isa man, now becauſe the Premitſes here are Falſe by T, Elwoods Lo 
eick, the Concluſion is Falſe, viz. that he 1s a man, and 1t he be not a man, by his 
Logick, judge ye wh.t fort of Creature he 1s. But take yet another taſte of his Logick, 
T had ſaid in my Nar ative, that the vertuous Heathens, had the Gemes of Chriſtiauity, 
hut not the differntia, fo were not Chriſtians, who had not the Faith of Chriſt as he 
outward!y dyed, 7c. Now hear Th. Elwods Logick, Anſwer to my Nar. pag. 75. I pray, 
which is of moſt Momeut in .his Caſe, the Genus, or the differentia,—this different 
he calls only ſfom= outward Charifter to diſtinguiſh a Chriſtian from a Child of God 3 
as namely an Hiſtorical Faith of Chriſts outward appearance. If they have they Genas, 
though they have not th differentia, that's enough to prove them to be Chriſtians : 
By this Argumcat of 7, Elw:;d a Horſe isas much a-man, as T. Elwnd, as thus, he 
that hath the Tenys of a hin 1s a Man, but a Horſe hath the Genus of a Man, thcre- 
fore a Horſe 1s a Man, 7c. Ye ce theſe ignorant Mn, will be mediing with things 
they kvow nut, and in fo doing fall into the greateit abſurditics, and yet Father all 
upon the Diftatcs of the Spirit, 

Pag. 12. Take yct another taſte of his Logick, Further Diſcwery, p. 12. ſuppoſe (ſaid 
he ) it were true 1m fact, that n1 untrath, or faiſhood, had been diſcovered in his Boos. (viz. 
in 0.y Books Printed in Penfiluanta) this hath nothing oj Note in it, viz. ta excuſe me from 
being blazed, or condemned, Put ſhall men be biamed for thiags, which arc not Dif- 
coverid, to tobe? Suppoſe on a diligent Search 1n all T. Elwaxnds Books nothiag cis 
found Llane worthy, either in Doctrine or 1n Fact, hath tins nothing of Note, to cx- 
Cuſe kim 5 or agatn, ſuppoſe all is true that 1s ſaid againit 7: Eiwond, and his Brethren, 
hata this nothing of Note 18 it to blame lim, and them, 

Truth 1:jen. p. 99. He denycth that the blood that cainc out of Chritts fide (he being 
then dead) was to compleat the Offering. Anjw. A molt vile and erroneous affertion, 
and Contradiftory to G. W. who now 1aith the blood outwardly ſhed, was a part of 
the Offering, what did the blood of the Beaſts after they were {Linu and dead, that 
was Sprinklcd on the Pcople, tGgniftie ? Was not the blood a part of the Typical Offer- 
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1g? And did it not fignifie that the blood of Chriſt, even all that was ſhed, as wel! 
after his death as before, was a part of the Offering, | | 

Nur. p. 134+ He faith, the bl514 (by which the Sain's are cleanſed _) is not of andther ind 
from the Spirit, Anjw. This 1s Falſe. Body ſuch as Material blood is and Spirit ditter 
in kind, how much more body and God, Creature and Creator. 

Pag. 143+ tits impertinent Defence of the words of G. I. and W. Penn about the 
Souls of the Deceaſed Saints being in a ſtate of Purgatory or VVidowhead, if they Ib for 
the Reſurreion of their bodies, his excuſe of Terreſtrial and Eleme: try wi: not ſerve, it is 
the ſaine body for ſubſtance, the change being in Qualities froi:. Terreſtrial ro Celeſti- 
al, not in Subſtance and Eflenee. But if they look for havics cher holies rot vet at» 
tained, this would as much or rather more by their way cf Arzuiiug vrove them, in 
a State of Purgatory or Widowhead, as ſuppofing then in any Stare af incempleat 
happincſs, which both G. W. and VV. Peni ſuppoſed very abſurd, to think the De- 
ceaſed Saints, not to be compleatiy happy, without all addition, are they in Heaven by 
halves (aid VV. Penn? Now if they wait to have a body given them, whictli yet they 
want whether it be the Former, or any other, they are not compleatly happy, without 
any addition, to be given, 

Paz. 145. His groſs ignorance, in making Fleſh, to he Carneity, whereas Fleſh is a 
Subſtance, Carneity is but a Mode or Quality of it, which cn ke changed, and the 
Subſtance remain, as when Grafs and Earth is changed to Fleſh, and Fleſh again after 
Death to Earth and Duſt, the Carnezty or Fleſhly quality is changed, but the ſubſtance 
of the body remaineth ; he may as well ſay, White ics 15 White, the Abſtra& is the 
Concrete, and T. Elwoods ignorance is T, Elwood himſelf. 

Pag. 148. That I hold that the boy that is now a groſs body, fall be the ſame groſs body 
at the Reſurre&iom. Anſw. This 15 Falſe, it is the ſame body in Subſtzrce, but it has 
not the grofsncſs it formerly had, nor many cther qualitics, yet by an ordinary 
Figure, if one ſhould ſay fo, 1ts tolerable rightly underſtood, like that of the Poet, 
Qui color albus erat nunc eft contrarius albo, 1. e. what was once white is aftcrwards black. 
It may be ſaid, the Crucified Jeſus 1s now alive, but not Crucificd and alive both at once, 
ſo the groſs body riſcth, or the dead body riſcth, 7. e. that wiiich was formerly groſs, 
and dead, 1s Raifed alive, hut puts off the Qualities of groſeneſs and heavineſG, Wc. 
But their ignorant and Nonſenſ:cal Quibbles are cndlefs, that beſpea'; them - as void 
of Common Honeſty, as of Common Learning, in any thing that may be truly fo 
called, , 

Paz. 151. His Sophiſtical Evaſion about the Thouſand years Reign of Chrijt on Earth, 
25if G, W, had only oppoſed Chriſts Perſonal coming in that rcſpet, whereas there is 
nothing to be found in any of his Opponents making that the State of the Contro- 
verſje betwixt him, and them, 1n the places Cited : and to ſhow that it was Chrifts 
coming in Perſon, without us fimply, at the day of Judgment, the profetſed Faith of 
all Chriſtendom, that G./V, oppoſed, the proper Places of Scripture, which were 
brought to prove it by F. N. andFV, B. G.W. pervts them to Chritts inward coming, 
to oppoſe the Faith of his outward coming, as Mat. 16, 27. 1 The. 4.15, 17+ 
and ver. I. 7. | 

Pag. 153. He accuſeth me of a horrid Slander, that G. VV. doth Allegorize away 
Chriſts Birth, Death, Reſurre&tion. Anſw, I ſay, it 1s no Slander hbuta juſt Accuſation, 
in his turning theſe places of Scripture to Chriſts Birth, and Reſurrection within, which 
can only be duly underiſiood of Chrifts Birth and Reſurre&ion without, thus Robbing 
us of thoſe great Arguments we have to prove Chriſts Birth. and Reſurre&tion without 
us againſt the 7ews, by his ſtrained and Nonſenfical Allegorics, without any ground 
from Scripture, ſo far as the Scripture uſeth an Allegory, we may, but not otherwiſe. 

Pag. 179. He telleth of the abſurd Ailegories of the Fathers, but nameth none of 
thoſe abſurd Allegories, let him produce if he can, any ſuch abſurd Allegorie in the Fa- 
thers, as that I haye above Quoted at large out of Rich, Hub, . 
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| Pag. 2:3. To my Quoting 6G. VV. denying that Chriſt was bodily ſeen of Paul, he faith 
in that Book and paz. there is nothing of the matter. Anſw. Yes, it is ia that Bk though 
there is a miſtake in the pag. ſee pag. 33. where at the end of the pag. G. VV. makes it 
an Error 1n his Opjonent to ſay, that Adam ſhould not have dyed the bogily death, had he not 
Jinned (Note this vile Error in G. VV.) and that whey Paul faith, Chriſt was ſeen of him 
laſt. 1 Cor. 15. 8. He muſt needs mean it of his body feen, and ſ.eu by bodily ſight, 
which (he faith) is contrary to Ga!. 1.16. But whereas 7. Elwood faith, in pag. 203, 
If G VV. had denyed that Chriſt was bodily ſecn of Paul that had not Allegorized away 
Cliriſts ReſurreQtion. Anſw. I appeal to all judicious Perſons in Chriſtendom. if it hag 
not, for ſeeing Paul was as credible a Witneſs of Chritts Reſurrection, as any of the 
Apoſtles and Diſciples, to call in Queſtion Pauls Authority, is to call in queſtion the 
Authority of all the Apoſtles, and the whole New Teſtament. But rathcr than G.VV s, 
Authority, and infallibility fail or be called in queſtion, Pauls Authority muſt not 
only be queſtioned here by 7. Elwood, but elſewhere, as 11 pag. 162. to ſaveG. W's. 
credit of infallibility, in Expounding Pauls Words 1 i nefl. 4. we that remain. &c. He 
faith, why might not the Apoſtles ſpeak in the firſt Perſor ( we ] as ſuppoſing that great 
and extraordinary appearance and coming of Chriſt (the ccrtain time of which no Man 
knew, Mat, 24- 35.) was fo near at hand, that it might probably fall out in his Life 
time. Anſw. This is to ſuppoſe that Paul ſpoke or Writ by meer Conjefture, and a 
Divination of his own Brain. whereas Paul called cxpretlely what he delivercd in that 
Caſe the word of the Lord, 1 Thell. 4. 15. Hid it not been more Chriſtian, and Re- 
verend for 7: Elwood to have ſuppoſed G. W. to have becn miſtaken, than to put the 
miſtake upon Worthy Paul, and ſo far, as to call his miſtake the word of the Lo d. 

Pag. 210. His excuſing W. Pens ſaying, the denying the Locality of Heaven, not wery 
offenſive. Anſw. It is not only very offentive, but ſo highly offenuive that to deny a 
Local Heaven, is to deny that Chriſt 1s Locally or in body aſcended, and that over- 
turns all the Effentials of Chriſtianity. | 

Pag. 223. Ke chargeth me with Confuſion, and Folly, for faying Chriſts bod, 7s the 
ſame in Subſtance it was on Earth, and yet is now a pure /Etherial or Heavenly tody, 
alſo he makes me by Mthc rial to ſignifie an Airy body, whereas by ZEtherial I meant not 
Air), but Heavenl;, The word #therial ſignifies not only Air, but Heavenly, as I 
had ſo expretſed it. But let T. Elwood Anſwer, 1s not Chriſts body now in 
Heaven, a pure Heavenly body, and was it not on Earth a body of Ficſh , 
Blood and Bones, and if it be the. fame in Subſtance ſtill, then he gives away the Cauſe 
that a body can be changed from Earthly and Flefhly tv Heavenly and Spiritual, 
and yet remain the ſame 1n ſubſtance, cr will he ſay that C:itifts bedy 1s Flethly 
in the ſame manner, that it was on Earth, hath 1t the ſame Denſity, Gravity, 
Paſſibility it had on Earth, all which are Fleſhly Qualities ; ard whereas ir. fon.e of my 
former Books I argued that as the change of the Soul by Convertion, which is a very 
great change, isnot a change in Subſtance, but in Quality, ſo the change of the body 
by the Reſurrection is not a change of the Subſtance, but in Quaiity , one of my 
Opponents in Penſilvania, (a Juſtice of Peace.) Anſwered me his S:ul was changed in Subs 
france, after he became a Quaker ; to thts I replyed, then if he Owed a Man a Hundred 
Pounds be, and had not Paid him, he might ſay he did not Owe him that Hun- 
dred Pound. And here let me entertain you with another Diverſion, John Pennington 

in one of his late Books blames me for ſaying the Bodies of the 
See hzs Booh called Saints at the ReſurreCtion, ſhall have no Heavineſs nor Weight 
Keith agaiiiſt Keith, to incline them to the Globe of the Earth, as Chriſts Body now 
Paz. 41. in Heaven hath none, gyc. | This Notion (he ſaith) hc would do 
well to evince by plain evidence of Holy Scriptures} from whence 
i inferred the great agility ard ſwiftreſs of Motion , that the bodies of the 
Saints at the ReſurreRion ſhall be endowed with. Again, in pag. $1. He blames me 


for ſaying, the Raiſed Saints ſhall neither need Candle, nor Light of the Sun even to 
their 
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their bodily Eyes, as Adam before his Fall, needed no Light of the Candle, or of the 
Sun, &c.. This. he faith is. gratis djeum. That the raiſed Saints, as to their bodily eyes, - 
ſhall need it, is ejuſdem faring, tor as-is the Sight ſo. is the Objet, For ſhame let 
theſe men ceaſe to cry out againſt other Profeffions for holding Carnal ' Notions of the 
bodies of the Saints at the Reſurre&ion, while they hold more Carnal Notions of them 
than any I ever heard or read of, I appeal to this Auditory from whom did they ever 
Learn, the like Carnality, that the bodies of the Saints after the Reſurre@ion, ſhall 
have Heavineſs and Weight to incline them to the Globe of the Earth, and ſhall 
need the Light of a Candle, or Sun to enlighten them, and the manner of his Arguing 
ſhows, that at che ReſurreRion the bodies of the Saints muſt be Natural Bodies, and 
not Spiritual, for ſo he Argues, as 1s the Sight ſo the Obje&, bur the Objcf is rva- 
tural, the Light of a Candle, and Sun, therefore ſo is the fight, viz. Natural and 
therefore ſay I by this Argument ſo muſt the Subje& of it be alſo, to wit the Eye, 
and Body. | Like to this is that in Pag. 93. He (to agree with his Brethren, G. W. 
and IW. S.) will needs have it, that the trees of the Garden, e.g. the tree of the forbidden 
ſruitt, was inviſible, and yet the Garden it ſelf a viſible place on this Earth. But did ye 
ever hear ſuch Dotage, he may as well fay, viſible Men, and Women, bring forth 
10vifible Children, and not viſible, as toſay, the Trees of the Garden, where Adam 
was placed, were inviſible, and the Garden viſible. , 

Like to this is kis extream ignorance in blaming me, for ſaying the Food which our 
Saviour received, that was of Vegetables and Animals, as Fleth, and Fiſh, &c. be- 
came part of his body, and was turned or changed into incorruptible , this (he 
ſaith) would fetchin the very Beaſts of the Field, Fouls of the Air, and Fiſh of the Sea ts 
become part of Chriſts body and Fleſh in Heaven, he does not underſtand how the Subſtance 
of the Food remaining the ſame, it is changed from brutiſh Properties and Qualities, 
when it becomes a part of Mans body. Judge Reader if this Man be fit to Print Books, 
who knows not to diſtinguiſh, betwixt the Fleſh of a Beaſt, and the Fleſh of a Man, 
nor how the Beaſts Feed him, except they retain their brutiſh Properties in him, that 
is becauſe he Eats Hogs Fleſh, therefore he hath Hogs in him, 
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OTE, that for want of time, I could not bring forth, the Twentieth part of what 1 
had to ſhow, of the fallacios, and Sophiſtical Anſwers, Defences and abuſes of 
G. W. T. Elwood and John Pennington, in their Books againſt me. But what is here 
brought forth, may ſerve as a te or Touchſtone, whereby to give a large diſcovery of theſe 
Mens groſs ignorance, vile errors, and palpable Sophiftry, ſo that rather then they will own 
any thing to be amiſs in any of their Books, they will aſſert the greateſt abſurdities, falſhood 
and Contradifions 5 What is here ſaid to diſcover the Sophiftry of G. W. and T. Elwood, is 
equally ſufficient againſt what John Pennington hath Printed againſt me, on the ſame 
Heads, and to begin a New Refutation of what is in his Books were but to'do what is al- 
ready ſufficiently done, in refuting them. And whereas the ſaid John Pennington hath 
. Printed a late Book againſt me, in Anſwer to my Book of Explications and Retraftations of 
ſome Paſſages Contained in (my former Books, which he calls the Fig Leaf Cover Dif- 
covered, that Book of his, is ſuch a plain and evident diſcovery of his unjuſt and unfair pro- 
ceeding again#t me, his ignorance and perverſneſs of Spirit, in perverting my words that T ſee 
no need to give any other Anſwer to him, or dire# to any other Anſwer, but his own very Book. 
and Books compared fairly with my Books quoted by him, and particularly that la@ mentione@ 
of my Explications, CFc. 
Pag. 224. Anſw. to Nar, Whereas 1 charged T. Elw. with perverting the Apoſtles Cteed, 


he recharges me, aad lays the whole Ground of his Charge upon a Quibble, i. &. upon the m_ 
E ce, 
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cle of for by Arguing moſt ignorantly and fooliſhly after his manner, that the word of in that 
$4.4 Mw of the Holy Ghoſt as ſo worded by me imports him (viz. the Holy Ghoſt) 
to have been the Material Cauſe, ar if the thing Conceived had been taken of the matter, or 
ſubſtance of the Holy Ghoſt, to avoid which Che ſaid_) he followed the expreſs words of that 
Creed. But to dete& his Folly, and groſs error, let it be conſidered that it was n» perver- 
ſion of the Apoſtles Creed , the wards by and of beth here and oft elſewhere , 
having the ſame- importance and ſignification , as denoting the efficient Cauſe, and not 
the Material, as where it is ſaid in Scripture, that all things are of God, this doth not 
import that God is the Material Cauſe of all things, but the efficient, And the very ſame 
Phraſe, uſed by me, which he calls a perverſion of the Appoſtles Creed, is. the expreſs 
Scripture Language, Mat. 1. 20. For that which is conceived in her is of the Holy Ghoſt, 
here of demotes the efficient Cauſe, and not the Material. But my Charge of his perverting the 
Apoſtles Creed, and ſeeking to deſtroy the Chriſtian Doftrine and Faith 7s not grounded on 
a Nuibble of by or of—put one for another, which are oft equivalent Terms, as Thave ſhewed, 
but on his denying the Man Chriſt to have been produced by Generation of and from the pro- 
perties of Man in Mary, wherein he vindicates that moſt abſurd Do&rine of St. Criſp, de- 
nying the Man Chriſt to have been produced d by Generation, of and from the Properties of 
Man in Mary, alſo he vindicates St. Criſp, his denying Chriſt produced by Generation, to be a 
Creat ure, or that the blood of God, by which the Faithful are bought, 1s the blood of Chriſts 
Humanity, as he was a Creature, which now G. W. has Confeſſed though in plain Comtra* 
diftion both to himſelf, and to St, Criſp. For the Scripure, and alſo the Apoſtles Creed d9 
affirm that Chriſt was born of the Virgin Mary, plainly importing that Chriſt did really 
rake of the Virgins Fleſhly Subſtance aud body, which is the property of Man, and whereas 
Mary came of Abraham aud David, therefore Chriſt occording tothe Fleſh, did partake of 
the Nature and Properties of Abraham and David, which Stephen Criſp denying, and alſo 
denyeth that Chriſt as ſo produced was a Creature or Created, it plainly followeth that the 
Holy Ghoſt was the Material Cauſe of- that- Produttton, it not being a Created being, as S. C. 
affirmed, which I ſtill affirm is Blaſphemous, and Deſtrudtve to the Chriſtian Faith, and it 
is a Scandal to the Proteſtant Religion, and Profeſſors thereof, that ſuch vile Antichriſtian, 
and Blaſphemous Errors, and Hereſies, ſhould be let paſs without Publik Rebukes , Cenſurs, 
and Contraditions to them, which I hope and Pray that God in due time will raiſe up Many 
Zealowſly, and in a Chriſtiau Spirit to oppoſe.» And ſeeing Stephen Criſps Book contains 
ſuch wile Errors now at lai contradifted by G. W. wha hath owned that blood, As 20, 
4o be at leaſt in part, Material blood of: Chrifts -Humanity, and conſequently created, unleſs 
he will ſay, an uwncreated being, is Material, 1 appeal to all finncre- Chriſtians to whoſe 
hands this may come, whether S. Criſp deſerveth that high commendation given hinvby. 
T. Elwood 7n that called his TRUTH DEFNDED, that Eminent Labourer in the 
Lords Vineyard, who like the other. Stephen of Old was As 2.5, Was full of Faith. 
and of the Holy Ghoſt, and who to. his Extraordinary endowments of Nature had an 
extraordinary Addition of Divine Wiſdom, and Heavenly experiences in the work 
and way of the Lord. But did ever a man full of the Holy Gho went ſuch vile Anti- 
chriſtian Notions, as he hath done. See the. Quotations at large in my Booh - called a True 
Copy, pag, 21, 22, out of his works, Colledted. . page 194. 

Pag. 94. By T. E. his jeeking to defend W. Pens argument, about the body Cof Chriſt ). 
Strialy conſidered which I blamed, as vitious, it not being in the Premiſſes, and therefore ought 
not to be in the concluſion, he Falls into another treſpaſs and error by ſaying, Material and 
{imply natural, were equivalent Terms with ſtrictly conſidered, for beſides that this is 
Falſe becauſe ChriSts body was not ſimply natural, as T. E. hath Confeſſed, if they be equi« 
valent Terms, then let us ſee. what ſort of Syllogiſme W. Pens argument muſt be reſolved 
into by T. Elwoods Sophiſtical defence. What 3s Material,or ſimply natural Ci. e. ſtriftly con- 
ſidered) cannot produce a Spiritural being but the body of Chriſt ts material or ſimply natural, 
therefore the body of Chriſt, material or ſumply natural, i. e. ſtrifly conſidered, camot 
produce a Spiritual being. Any School boy that hath learned the rudiments of Logich, hnow- 
eth that this Syllogiſme is. ſtill extreamly vitious, for it bath the Medium in the A _ 
ridHy 
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friftly conſidered which T. Elwood ſatth is equivalent to material and ſimply natura},but it is 
« rule univerſally'agreed onjby all Logicians,that the Medium neither in whole, nor in part ſhould. 
come into the Concluſion. 

Pag. 95. 95. His excufſing W. Pens, other way of arguing is as weah and Sophiſtical as 
the former. One outward thing cannot be the proper Figure or repreſentation of another, tie out- 
ward” Lamb ſhows forth the inward Lamb, the Few outward the Few inward, T. Elwood. 
alledged this argument doth not exclude Chriſt without to have been figured by the paſſover. 
but that it was. not Chriſt without only, but Chrijt within alſo. But if ſo, W. Pens argu- 
ment would have run thus, one outward thing cannit be the proper Figure or repreſentation of 
another outward thing only, the outward Lamb ſhews forth not Chriſt the outward Lamb only, 
but the inward Lamb alſo, the Few outward not the Few inward only,but the Few outward alſo. 
But as this was not W. Pens Argument, ſo if it had been, it would have been falſe, for how 
doth the outward Few under the Law, ſhow forth the outward Jew by way of Figure or 
Type under the Goſpel, and how doth the outward Lamb that was to be a Male of the Flock, 
a bone of which was not to be broken, and was to be killed at Even, ſhow forth by way of Figure. 
or Type, the Lamb within, 1, e. the Lizht within ? how is the Light within a Male of the 
Flock ? how killed, at Even, and a bone of it nt broken ? all this is moſt wretchedly ſtrained to 
the Light within, which m1ſt eaſily is underſtood of the. Man Chriſt without, who was a Male, 
1. e. a Man not a woman; of the Flock, 1. e. from among their Brethren, who ſhould come of 
Judah, who ſhinld be put to death, on the Evening of the fixth day of the week, and a bone 
of . him was mit to be broken, as accordinly was fulfilled. 

To my Argument, that.the change of the Soul by Converſion, is nt a change in Subſtance, 
but in quality, therefore the change of the body by the Reſurrefion 1s not a change in Subſtance, 
but in quality, one Caleb Puſiey in Penfilvania denyeth the parity, becauſe the change of the. 
Soul by Converſian, ( ſaith he ) # rather a Parification,then g Tranknuatine when Zhad refuted 
him. 

Next comes that ignorant Perhn John Penmngton to Anſwer my Argument, but firſt he ac- 

cuſeth me of a bold Forgery, than which he ſaith, he never heard a 
Pag. 126. In his more. byld, ana what is this bold Forgery, that when Caleb Puſiey 
Keith againſt Keith ſaid the chanze of the Saul by Converſion, was rather a Purification, 

than a Tranſmutation, Tunderſtood rather to ſ1gnifie poſitively and not. 
comparatively, as oft it doth in common Speech as when we ſay, rather ſuffer than ſin, the 
meaning #s, let us not fin at all, but ſuffer, and as it is in John 2. 19. Men loved darkneſs. 
rather then tight, the Senſe is poſitive, they loved the darkneſs, but not the light, Epb. 4. 
28, Steal no more, but rather let him Lahour, the Senſe 7s altogether poſitive, and no wiſe 
comparative, Now that Caleb Puſfiey uſed the word rather inthe Poſitive ſenſe, and nt in the 
comparative, is clear from his Example he gives, of a body beſmeared with dist, when it. 
is cleanſed, but. this cleanſins of a Body beſmeared with dirt, is no Tranſmutatim at all, only 
the dirt waſhed of. For if he had granted, the Souls converſion, and Regenezation to have. 
been not only a Purification, but a Tranſmutation alſ, either he muſt have granted my Argu= 
ment, or ſay, that the Soul is changed in Subſtance, when it is comverted. But taking the 
word rather to ſignifie comparatively, it is ſtill a falſe Aſſertion, to ſay, the Souls converſion, 
zs rather a Purification, then a Tranſmutation, for this is to make holineſs in the Saints, which 
7s the nobles part of Gods image in them, and all the wertues and fruits of the Spirit to be 
Heſs than the abſence of unholineſs or a richly colyured Garment, leſs than a Garment that is 
only .waſhed, but hath no rich colour on it at all. Thus John Pen. thinks the Miller Caleb 
Puſtcy has ground me as be Phraſeth it. But let the Reader judge, whether his Aſſertion and 
bold Forgery is nt ground to a meer nullity. 

Next let us hear hyw John Pen. Anſwers to my Argument. Pag, 128 he ſaith the 
ralet doth not hold, far the Soul that is imortal, is of nearer affinity to Spirityada 
tothe mortal, which puts on imortality, and the addition it receives af JeAuty 4 
Glory, do not change its Subſtance. ZBut what is this to the vile low,” or - corrutible - 
body, which is as Diametrically oppoi:t to Glorious, and Eternal, and incorruptible as ] 
any thing can be Can that be changed.into- incorruptible and Spiritual, _ a" the 
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Pennington, et. #hat" be Noticed, how in his Bodk , called"*Reith againſt Keith, pag. 99. * 


 #fe mot the word inthe Book and Pag. Cited by-him, ſo they are not "the Senſe; Put quite. 
_ contrary tothe Senſeintended by the Authors, whoſe. Sentence-I related Hiſtorically, and 


- -* Note, Reader the Moderate Chutd 


bath put 1 name to it, Edm 
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with Jin; and when purified 'and bedutifled-with holineſs, differs , Os, wmiatly in theſetwe's i 98 
a the vile# body, from the moſt Gloriows, and much more, ſeeing ſin is the greateſt #tfirmity. © 


andWvilneſs' and* 1s the cauſe of all #be vilentſs and deformity that happens to Humatie Bddfoe,, = 
therefor what he ſaith» here-of the'diſparity is meerly ſaid ani begged, but not proved, "a8 © - 
PT have formerly ſaid, Falſe Notions of Philoſophy, and 1gnorance of- true Philoſophy deſtroy ble ©, 
and his Brethrens-Faithi - -<— *- | | 23141 2-0 

Among © other. '' groſs  perverſions and Miſrepreſentations - of my Words by: . John © 


He bring$-#-#'a Principle of mine; quoting myBook: Truth -Adyanced, pag. 28. the Woindns - 
being taken out -of the- * Man was after the Fall, and that their. Backs wete joyned together” 
whiehTdefieverednot, as my own Perſwaſion but ſumply related it Hiſtorically, as the: Opinion: 
of ſome *Myſtich Writers , as #s clear from the expreſs words, pag. $8. But whether this 
Diviſion or Separation, was made before or after the Fall, is Uyeſtianed b&many.z- 
they who think 1t was after the Falh, *bring this Reaſon: for it, G&'c. Ard ſo I rethetheir- 
Perſwaſion and Reaſons for it, all a 1 to the break :in Pas: 296 again, in Nag. 28. 7 Jay 

from all which they conlude (7 ail not ſay T1 conclide P - that 'the woman beihg ſepa- 

rate from the man, was a conſe quent of the fall. Another perverſion bf - his, that be quotes the 
words, of man and womans being made back to back- before the Fall; which as they,” 


which hath an Allegoticul 'Serife, vizs The diſharmony of the propirties of Nature after the Fall, wy 
Man, as G. W. ſliles him, in his Printed Half Sheet, **:33 
in G. Keiths Narrative, among other very unſound and- "'F 


rated” RefleQions upon ſome paſfages | 
erronedts Aſſertions, In vindicitr vheſe; erroneous Perſons, hath this groſs Refletion, which, 
when IRead, it being ſo.extreamly Falſe, "and. contrary to the profeſſed Faith of all ſincere 
Chriftfians, as well as the Church of 'England, [T tould-ngt, but admire at the Mans ignorance, 
and raſhneſs, 'to-put ſuch a ſaying in Pint. Having Quoted a-paſſuge in my Narrative. pag. 
33, One appealed tothe Monthly Meeting whether-they ever heard of ſuch Doftrine Preached 
the Quakers Meeting direing themto Faith*iNChriF withont us,'T anſwered, th 
ame, &c. He anſwers, giving ooderommr ae ſay that Chriſt *without us, .is.the Pb 
Je&'-of our Faith, is a = ſcandalous” Expreſfion.' The: Author of theſe Reflethons 
Elycs whoi (ar-T am informed) is a Miniiter of the Churcly 


- Note, Theſe Marks [ Jin ſeveral places qottain Annotations, and Remarks of things, | i * 
nf Jo filly - Diſcourſed,: [9 Treated or in the MEETING, and ſome fewnew Abiding: 0 
.. For afiitther Refutation -of 'Tk Elwoods Sophiſtical Anſwers to my former Narrative on 5 

theſe Four Heads abovementicned, the Reader may Read the Book, called Sathan- Dilro+ | 


bed, Os "um » 
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&. TI«0ne. P.,12. 1. 12. after foundation, vr. excluding Chriſt. y. 14. |. 5. for bave r. hath.p. 


